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ABSTRACT
The forest sector has been able to develop many new bio-based and sustainable products
catered to business-to-business markets, but the sector still lacks a breakthrough in new forest
products and services targeting consumer markets. This is due to higher prices of forest
products compared to competing materials, such as concrete, steel, and plastics, but also due
to a lack of new product and service innovations targeting end-consumer markets. To
understand the emergence of bioeconomy, also bringing new consumer market opportunities
to the forest sector, we need to understand the new business ecosystem. The business
ecosystem model is a holistic view of the current institutions capturing stakeholder relations
and opportunities brought by various resources and technologies. Better understanding of
these concepts can lead to consumer-driven development of forest products and services, and
improved competitive advantage.
This doctoral dissertation introduces a holistic research and development model for new
product and service innovations in the forest sector. This research was motivated by the fact
that recent forest sector product introductions have been driven by the technology push, and
therefore, this research concentrates on the consumer perspective to build new business
models and the development of products and services to meet current consumer trends.
Evolving sustainability trends among consumers, where bio-based forest products and
services can fulfill consumer demand, are central in this thesis.
The doctoral thesis consists of one book chapter and three peer-reviewed articles, each using
different methodologies. The subjects and results of the papers are grouped into three themes
in the framework of the Consumer-Driven Business Ecosystem Research and Development
(CDBERD) model. The model extends the classical “technology-push and demand-pull”
innovation model, to better consider consumer values, enabling resources and dominant
logics along with the smooth flow of information during each phase of the research and
development process leading towards new consumer-driven solutions.
Keywords: Institutional theory, business ecosystem model, research and development
model, consumer trends, bioeconomy, forest products and services, certified forest products
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1.1 Background for research
In the emergence of bioeconomy and global awareness of sustainability issues, resource-
based concepts, such as sustainable competitive advantage (Barney 1991) and maximization
of the overall stakeholder value (Freeman 1984), have become strategic and organizational
issues for companies also in the forestry sector. In addition, forest sector companies have
begun building strategic alliances with other sectors to produce new sustainable products
from the forests such as biofuels, chemicals, bio-based fibrils, and wood composite materials
(Toppinen et al. 2015). While many of these alliances have been established between large
industries and for business-to-business markets, the breakthrough of bio-based sustainable
forest products and services to consumer markets is not yet visible. This is due to the higher
prices of forest products compared to competing materials, such as concrete, steel, and
plastics, but also to a lack of marketing and innovation strategies for new product and service
developments targeting end-consumer markets (Hansen and Juslin 2011). To understand the
potential of bioeconomy for also bringing new market opportunities to the forest sector, we
need to expand the resource-based view to consider the new business ecosystem.
Better understanding of the business ecosystem (Moore 1992), or so-called service-
ecosystems (Vargo and Lusch 2010), can be sought through the lenses of the institutional
theory, stakeholder theory, and the analysis of operant and operand resources central in the
Service-Dominant Logic (SDL) (Vargo and Lusch 2004). From the consumer perspective
institutional theory (Scott 2001) covers issues such as norms, values, habits, culture,
cognitions, and logics, rules, laws, regulations etc. The stakeholder theory (e.g. Freeman
1984) looks at the institutional elements from different stakeholder perspectives, but also
analyzes the network and relationships between the focal firm and various stakeholder
groups. Finally the SDL considers operant and operand resources (i.e. immaterial and
material resources) and organization, value co-creation and synergies, evolvement, and
innovation resulting from these resources (Vargo and Lusch 2004; 2010). Better
understanding of the evolving business ecosystem via these concepts can lead to new user
and consumer-driven product and service innovations.
From a managerial perspective, this doctoral dissertation introduces a holistic research
and development model for new product and service innovations in the forest sector.
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Especially because many of the recent forest sector product introductions have been driven
by the technology push, this research concentrates on the consumer perspective to build new
business models and the development of products and services to meet consumer trends.
Central here is the evolving bioeconomy, including considerations on Corporate
Responsibility (CR)a, forest certification, and the sustainable production of forest products
and services, as these factors can be seen to generate new business opportunities to the forest
sector.
Results from a US startup accelerator Idealab’s (2015) analysis suggested five most
significant factors for successful new product and service introductions (percentage
indicating significance): timing 42%, team 32%, idea itself 28%, business model 24%, and
funding 14%. In terms of the business ecosystem model, this would mean the consideration
of consumer values and norms, trends, regulations, culture, and overall logics along with
resources and relations among and between different stakeholders. While this dissertation
explores these institutional carriers, creating fertile ground for new product and service
introductions, however, I need to restrict the approach to analyze the factors only from the
perspectives of consumers and sustainability. On the one hand, these two perspectives are
well justified as the user / consumer / end-user approach is dominant among successful
businesses (Grönroos 2000). On the other hand, sustainability is definitely one of the major
current megatrends among consumers (e.g. Callado-Muñoz and Utrero-González 2011; Koos
2011; Kim et al. 2014; Maniatis 2015).
Forest certification has been the most prominent sustainability practice also targeting
consumer markets in the forest sector (Toppinen et al. 2014). Forest- and chain-of-custody
certification considers all production levels in the supply chain, and eventually helps
consumers identify products from sustainably and unsustainably managed forests.
Companies attaining forest certification and also the majority of final consumer market-level
researchers have been interested in consumers’ willingness-to-pay a premium price for eco-
labeled products (see review in Holopainen 2012). However, the reality in the field of forest
products markets shows that the production and trade of certified forest products has
increased but without substantial price premiums, and the demand comes largely from
retailers, not from final consumers (Räty et al. 2016). Communicating intangible product
values associated with product or corporate sustainability has not been achieved in the forest
a According to European Commission (2001), CR calls for “companies to integrate
social and environmental concerns in their business operations and in their interaction with
their stakeholders on a voluntary basis.”
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sector, and overall, literature on service business development in the forest sector remains
highly scattered (see Mattila 2015, Näyhä et al. 2015).
While existing consumer and sustainability -related market research have focused on
consumers’ willingness-to-pay for certified forest products, less attention has been paid to
the role of broader institutional factors and dynamics affecting consumer choices. In some
other contexts institutional theory has been applied to explain consumer behavior,
innovations, and market formation (e.g. Pioch et al. 2009; Humphreys 2010ab; Giesler 2012;
Scaraboto and Fischer 2013). Institutional theory has been successful especially in explaining
consumer market failures (Pioch et al. 2009), and it has been adopted also in innovation
research (e.g. Lounsbury and Crumley 2007; Tumbas et al. 2015). The broader business
ecosystem model extending the institutional theory has been applied in innovation research
only quite recently by Vargo et al. (2015) and Siqueira et al. (2015).
Innovation research in the forest sector categorizes the areas of innovations into three,
including product, process, and business system -innovations (Hansen 2007). According to
Kajanus et al. (2014), forest sector practices and research have largely focused on product
and process innovations in the business-to-business contexts (e.g. Bumgardner et al. 2001;
Das and Alavalapati 2003; Crespell et al. 2006; Stendahl et al. 2007; Nikitin et al. 2010;
Björkdahl and Börjesson 2011; Hansen et al. 2011; Leavengood 2011; Stone et al. 2011;
Valente et al. 2011). Less focus has been given to business system innovations (Kajanus et
al. 2014), and only little research can be found on non-timber forest product innovations (e.g.
te Velde et al. 2006), while consumer market -related innovation research in the forest sector
is largely absent. In general, the sector lacks consumer market orientation when it comes to
new product and service development and innovations (Dasmohapatra 2011; Hansen and
Juslin 2011). The review of these studies calls for focusing on user-driven holistic business
ecosystem research and development for the sector to better consider the prevailing general
consumer trends and also in capturing emerging weak signals in new product and service
development.
1.2 Aim of research
As the existing forest sector product and service development has mainly targeted business-
to-business markets while lacking consumer market solutions, the objective of this
dissertation is to build understanding on institutional carriers of certified forest products and
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the business ecosystem from the consumer perspective. This is done by exploring the
interplay between involved stakeholders, evolving regulation, and company strategies along
with consumer values and choice behavior in the context of certified wooden outdoor decking
materials in Finland. Better understanding of the institutional carriers and overall business
ecosystem helps in developing integrated partnerships and a Consumer-Driven Business
Ecosystem Research and Development (CDBERD) model for the sector.
The doctoral thesis consists of four articles considering the following research objectives:
1. How is corporate responsibility implemented in forest industry during interaction
with stakeholder groups, and what are its performance-related future challenges
(Article I)?
2. How has the introduction of EU Timber Regulation affected the certification uptake,
routines, and company strategies towards consumers in the wood industry value
chain (Article II)?
3. What is the dimensionality of consumer-perceived norms and values in the context
of sustainable forest products (Article III)?
4. What is the role of sustainability certificates, raw material origin, price, and substitute
products affecting consumer market shares (Article IV)?
The composition of this thesis and the key objectives for each article are illustrated in
Figure 1. Article I introduces the overall network of stakeholders, and their relations and roles
in the forest sector from the corporate responsibility perspective. Article II explores the
regulatory impact on certification uptake, routines, and company strategies towards
customers and consumers. Consumer norms and values concerning sustainability and forest
products are assessed in Article III, while consumer choice behavior including market shares,
substitutes, habitual purchasing, and the image of different materials are analyzed in Article
IV. The overall framework extends our understanding of consumer behavior affected by
institutional elements and carriers, e.g. regulations, norms, and habits.
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Figure 1. The research design, with the overall objective of building understanding of
institutional elements and carriers affecting consumer behavior by using evidence from
articles I–IV
The overall research framework (introduced in Chapter 2) is based on the institutional
model (Scott 2001), in which the institutional elements and carriers are explained from the
consumer and sustainability perspectives. The business ecosystem literature extends the view
of institutional influences on consumer behavior. This setup also introduces the consumer-
driven business ecosystem research development framework and the role of keystone
organizations. Chapter 2 also introduces the philosophical theories on values and
psychological information processing, as they can be perceived under the institutional theory,
stakeholder theory, and SDL, i.e. in holistic business ecosystem research. Finally, the larger
consumer business ecosystem is considered in Chapter 2 by reviewing general consumer
values and associated trends in addition to a review of the state of the art in certified wood
product consumer market research.
Chapter 3 introduces the methods and discusses the key findings of the research articles,
while Chapter 4 synthesizes results from the business ecosystem point of view. Based on the
empirical part, the dissertation develops a CDBERD model for the forest sector (introduced
in the conclusions in Chapter 4). The results of each article (Figure 1) are grouped into three
themes in the CDBERD model by extending the classical “technology-push and demand-
pull” innovation model. The respective themes in the model include consumer trends, values,
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and norms (as pull factors), resources, technologies, and regulations (as push factors), and
consumer choice behavior and business logics (as part of a business process). The three
themes are braided in the model by considering a smooth flow of information and good
relations between the actors involved in the research and development process. While the
entire dissertation is conducted in the context of the forest sector, the model itself is specially
designed for developing forest products and services in cooperation between different
sectors. The model guides to further plan actions, strategies, and business models towards
building a keystone organization in the bioeconomy business ecosystem. The conclusions
also introduce some cases where the developed model has been applied in the research and
development projects creating new consumer-driven solutions. Finally, the limitations and
future research are discussed to address the further development of the model.
2. RESEARCH FRAMEWORK
2.1 Summary of key concepts
This chapter introduces the major concepts that are used to tie together various articles in this
doctoral thesis. The main concepts include 1) role of institution (norms, regulations, cultural-
cognitive setup), 2) role of stakeholder groups (primary, secondary, or their values and
expectations) 3) role of service-dominant logic (operant/operand resources, institution-
consumer interactions, value over-time, or value co-creation and synergies). Each of these
concepts is introduced from the consumer perspective under the business ecosystem concept
also introduced in this chapter. Figure 2 introduces the principal concepts for framing the
CDBERD model, which is built up from the results of individual articles and introduced in
the conclusions of this dissertation summary.
According to DiMaggio and Powell (1983), institutional theory attempts to explain social
and organizational phenomena. Scott (2008) adds that the institutional stability searched by
all organizations is obtained through legitimation processes by balancing institutional pillars:
normative, regulative, and cultural-cognitive, where the normative pillar and pressure is the
primary initiating the legitimation processes (Zucker 1987). According to Habermas’s social
theory (1999), norms are valid if they are publicly accepted without coercive pressure, but
institutional theory recognizes different existing norms parallel to a more harmonized
cultural-cognitive element (DiMaggio and Powell 1983). The institutional theory also
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recognizes that institutions influence society and consumer preferences, and that behavior
and choices are more influenced by the cultural-cognitive setting (i.e. habits, Jackson 2005)
than the normative setting (Scott 2008). Consumer trends, values, and behavior can generally
be used to reflect the overall institution and consumer culture (Oliver 1999; Aaker et al. 2001;
Hofstede 2001).
Business ecosystem literature extends the view of institutional influences concerning
consumer behavior. The main concept is that several institutions exist, i.e. a whole ecosystem
influencing consumers (Moore 1993; Javalgi et al. 2005). In addition, this influence is
interactive so that consumers and their preferences also shape institutions (Vargo and Lusch
2010). These interactive networks are called service ecosystems. These complex systems
consider value in exchange, value in use, and value in different institutional and cultural
contexts, where the overall and overtime value is considered and co-created in the business
ecosystem (Moore 1993; Javalgi et al. 2005; Vargo and Lusch 2010). The concept, such as
the value network, lacks the value co-creation element, and the value constellations lack the
element of co-evolution. However, the business ecosystem especially considers both co-
creation along with organizational co-evolution, so thus it considers a constant flux in
institutions, strategies, consumer cultures, trends, and values.
The institution as defined by Scott (2008) is balancing its institutional pillars (i.e.
regulative, normative, and cultural-cognitive) through institutional carriers including
routines, artifacts, symbols, and relations (Figure 2). In a balanced and legitimatized
institution, or in a symbiotic business ecosystem comprising of several institutions, symbolic
carriers, such as rules, values, and logics, are shared and aligned (Scott 2008). Relational
structures and networks also equally support the symbolic system. In this context, routines
reflect the institutionalized values, while artifacts more represent the emerging issues and
evolvement in the institution (Moore 1993; Scott 2008).
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Figure 2. The ecosystem / institutional influence on consumer values, information processing,
and eventually behavior through different carriers
According to the stakeholder theory (e.g. Freeman 1984; Clarkson 1995), the interactions
between companies and the surrounding environment can be categorized into associations
with the primary stakeholders (those whose continuing participation is essential to the
company’s survival, i.e., shareholders, employees, customers, suppliers, and the government)
and secondary stakeholders (who do not directly interact with the company, but who are
otherwise affected by it, such as communities, civil society organizations, competitors, or the
media). The business ecosystem literature uses similar categorizations e.g. core business,
extended enterprise, and business ecosystem, while it also defines different roles for these
actors on vaious spheres (Heikkilä and Kuivaniemi 2012). The role categorizations can
include technological change, research insights, customer demand, competition/coopetition,
social environment, policies, and legal environment (Heikkilä and Kuivaniemi 2012). The
service-dominant logic (Vargo and Lusch 2004) and service ecosystems (Vargo and Lusch
2010; Vargo et al. 2015) consider the operant and operand resources, i.e. immaterial and
material resources within these categories. These strands of literature also underline the
importance of value in exchange, values in use, and values in different contexts along with
how the value is perceived from different stakeholder perspectives to grow and regenerate
value to sustain and evolve business ecosystems (Vargo and Lusch 2004; 2010). These forms
of stakeholder engagements include models for establishing dialogue and integration of
various stakeholders (e.g. Robèrt et al. 2002) and together with business ecosystem model
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and categorization tasks (e.g. Heikkilä and Kuivaniemi 2012), the remaining work can be
better targeted for synergistic value co-creation and stakeholder co-evolution within the
business ecosystem. Thus, the identification and work towards enhancing stakeholder
dialogue and engagement are crucial for creating a synergistic business ecosystem research
and development agenda.
Figure 2 presents the overall theoretical framework for this dissertation for building
understanding on the role of institutional carriers affecting consumer values, information
processing, and eventual behavior. While each type of carrier has a different meaning, the
task for this dissertation is to search for the institutional carriers under each different
institutional pillar within the chosen research context. With better understanding of the role
of carriers, the theoretical framework helps us describe the contemporary business ecosystem
for certified wood products in Finland from the consumer perspective. Furthermore, this can
be used to provide ingredients to support related research and development.
The regulative institutional pillar, for example, can include carriers such as laws and
regulations in the forest sector (symbolic), laws and regulations of other sectors (relational),
certification uptake (routines), strategies, business models, and codes-of-conduct targeting
consumer markets (artifacts). The normative pillar can include carriers, such as consumer
norms and values related to forests (symbolic), more general norms and values (relational),
economic behavior (routines), or the use of certificates representing value offerings
(artifacts). The cultural-cognitive pillar includes carriers such as consumption culture,
identified in the form of market shares of different materials (symbolic), relative material
characteristics in different contexts (relational), habitual purchasing (routines), or different
material images (artifacts). In Figure 2, the business ecosystem is taken into account by
recognizing the parallel institutions, which have common consumer markets and evolving
issues i.e. regulations, technologies, resources, business logics, market environments, and
potentials as suggested by Vargo and Lusch (2010).
Consumer-related literature based on the business / service-ecosystem framework is very
new and limited. Gretzel et al. (2015) describe “the smart technology supported tourism
ecosystem” to envision new ways in which value is created, exchanged, and consumed, which
furthermore gives support to required technologies, institutions, and business models.
Korpela et al. (2013) combine the multi-stakeholder view and more detailed enterprise
architectures i.e. information flows, processes, and strategies, to describe a digital business
ecosystem and organization to meet contemporary consumerism, i.e. digital culture, where
traditional theories alone do not provide adequate conceptual frameworks. As this
16
dissertation framework explores especially the institutional carriers including routines,
artifacts, symbols, and relations (Scott 2008) i.e. the role of interactive and evolving channels,
the work is also related to the contemporary omni-channel marketing literature (e.g. Bodhani
2012; Verhoef et al. 2015).
2.2  Consumer-driven business ecosystem research and development
framework
The forest sector lacks consumer market orientation when it comes to new product and
service development and innovations (Hansen and Juslin 2011; Kajanus et al. 2014). In
addition, Jackson (2005) evaluated the social and institutional impacts on consumer
motivations, information processing, and sustainable behavior in the field of social
psychology. He recognized the insufficient consideration of norms, regulations, and habits in
the rational choice models in economics, and suggests a shift from “deliberation” to
“elaboration” as a working model of behavioral change. This suggests the need for evaluating
consumer values embedded in more holistic research and development models (e.g. the
braided design model by Kilain et al. 2015) producing fast prototypes of new products and
services based on research and furthermore on testing / validating these prototypes. With a
holistic research and development approach, more competitive products and services could
eventually be introduced to the forest sector, along with consumer-driven solutions and
business models.
In a braided design model, design, strategy, and technology work together in lockstep
(Kilain et al. 2015). The braided design model (Kilain et al. 2015), as design-driven research
in general (e.g. Verganti 2008), is based on the “technology-push and demand-pull”
innovation model, but extended with the organization process building the resources (e.g.
business strategy, management attitude, organizational receptivity) (Zmud 1984), and also
with the market process delivering value for users (e.g. market environment dynamics and
business logics) (Brem and Voigt 2009; Corniani 2008). The process of building resources
and delivering value are crucial, and thus all (push-pull-processes) can be seen as factors for
new product and service innovations. Moreover, processes should also vary depending on
the nature of the innovation involved (Zmud 1984; Verganti 2008; Kilain et al. 2015).
Figure 3 represents a consumer-driven business ecosystem research and development
framework, as it adds consumer and business ecosystem perspectives to the design-driven
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and push-pull-process innovation –models in the “frame”. The themes scrutinized in the
model include consumer trends, values and norms, i.e. hedonic and utilitarian values (pull),
resources, technologies and regulations (push), organization strategy, consumer choice
behavior, and business logics (process). This is a simplified thematic presentation of the
institutional pillars (i.e. normative, regulative, and cultural-cognitive) and carriers (symbolic,
relational, routines, artifacts), which are the research topics of individual articles (Figure 1,
Figure 2). The framing stage should not only pay attention to prevailing trends, values, and
logics, but also to weak signals, giving a great opportunity to detect new product and service
innovation areas (Day and Schoemaker 2006). After framing, the following steps in the
braided design model are co-creation, prototype, validation, and governing (Figure 3). Each
of these steps embeds and aligns various themes in research and development providing
support for holistic inter-sectoral and –disciplinary decision-making (Kilain et al. 2015).
Vargo et al. (2015) and Siqueira et al. (2015) have only recently conceptualized a broader
business ecosystem model in innovation research. These studies extend the traditional or
institutional views of markets by considering business-to-business and business-to-consumer
encounters as processes, i.e. user behavior is not just a single action, but it is rather a longer-
term process affected by many instances. The major extension is more heterogeneous
stakeholder interactions, and considerations of value and resources. In practice, the business
ecosystem innovation models encourage inter-sectoral value creation and innovation. In
addition, according to business ecosystem thinking, new market innovations do not always
require new products or technologies, but sometimes introducing new services and logics,
which better fit the current institutional environment e.g. regulations, norms and values, and
cultural-cognitive setup, may be successful.
The consumer-driven business ecosystem research and development framework also
builds the organization’s business strategy, processes, and governance towards constant
evolvement and consideration of user and business ecosystem requirements. Such an
organizational model in the business ecosystem literature is called a keystone organization
(Iansiti and Levian 2004). By definition, a keystone business is an organization model that
excels complex networks and information towards a productive, robust, and diverse business
ecosystem (Iansiti and Levien 2004; Sydänmaanlakka 2011). The keystone organization’s
main tasks are to create and share value in the business ecosystem by “i) providing a stable
and predictable set of common assets to its ecosystem, ii) connecting network participants to
one another or by making the creation of new products by third parties more efficient, iii)
consistently incorporating technological innovations, iiii) encouraging ecosystem niche
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creation by offering innovative technologies to a variety of third-party organization” (Iansiti
and Levien 2004). For example, currently in many cases of social media platforms and peer-
to-peer market places the design of a keystone organization is implemented in company
policy, strategy, operations, product / service designs, and expansion to ensure stakeholder
commitment, constant inputs, and evolution. There are several examples of successful
business ecosystems e.g. Microsoft, Walmart, and Silicon Valley (Iansiti and Levien 2004).
The keystone design with peer-to-peer inputs can be especially successful in innovation and
introducing new products and services to the markets by establishing co-operation and
partnerships between various companies along with other actors in the fragmented business
networks (see Heikkilä and Kuivaniemi 2012). Concrete activities for companies moving
towards establishing themselves as keystone organizations can also include hackathons,
innovation competitions, and reverse pitching (Almirall et al. 2014).
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Figure 3. The consumer-driven business ecosystem research and development framework
(Adapted from Kilain et al. 2015)
Frame
∑”Trendscrape”: identify consumer trends, values and norms and define experience
principles.
∑Map business opportunity and strategy based on market and organization factors:
consumer choice behavior, business logics and organization strategies.
∑Identify resource, technology and regulation -developments; assess current
environment
Co-create
∑∑Reframe problem statement based on particular context and customer feedback.
∑∑Define value propositions.
∑∑Conduct workshops with customers and experts to create optimal experience.
∑Identify data and methodology.
Prototype
∑Build rapid prototypes.
∑Iterate design as required with customer feedback.




∑∑Access technology, process, and organization needs for realization.
∑Validate with overall business strategy.
Govern
∑∑Role model best-practice innovation process tied to business strategy.





2.3 Philosophical perspectives on values
In hedonistic philosophy (e.g. Weijers 1995) the key assumption is that all people seek
pleasure or value and avoid pain or disvalue. Two main disciplines for hedonistic theories
are motivational hedonism, also known as psychological hedonism, and normative hedonism,
i.e. ethical hedonism (Figure 4).
Motivational hedonism includes both conscious and unconscious desires for pleasure.
Institutions (i.e. information flows, processes, strategies, and culture) have a significant
impact on consumers’ motivational values and eventual behavior by raising awareness of
certain issues, while other issues are unconsciously taken for granted (Hofstede 2001, Scott
2001).
Ethical hedonism (e.g. Weijers 1995) can be divided into hedonistic utilitarianism and
hedonistic egoism. Hedonistic utilitarianism as a philosophical theory assumes that people
strive to maximize the net happiness for all actors concerned; however, they do so because
of their own egocentric perspectives. This is a fundamental approach in the maximization of
stakeholder value (Freeman 1984) or value to all in SDL (Vargo and Lusch 2004). Hedonistic
egoism as a philosophical theory, on the other hand, assumes that individuals seek egoistic
values only to maximize their own pleasure despite any negative effects on other actors
(Weijers 1995). Hedonistic egoism is often fundamental in the rational choice theories in
economics (e.g. Schoemaker 1982), as pointed out by Jackson (2005), Kahneman (2011),
and Carlsson and Johansson-Stenman (2012), however, empirical research often indicates
that human behavior is often a mix of both hedonistic utilitarianism and hedonistic egoism.
Moreover, in different contexts even the same individuals may shift between egoistic vs. non-
egoistic behavior.
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Figure 4. Hedonistic theories in hedonistic philosophy and their counterparts in empirical
market research (Source: Weijers 1995; Dhar and Wertenbroch 2000; Watchravesringkan et
al. 2010)
Contemporary empirical market research has adopted terms, such as utilitarian- and
hedonic values along with intrinsic and extrinsic motivations, from hedonistic philosophy
(Figure 4), but they are used somewhat differently compared to the original philosophical
definitions (e.g. Batra and Ahtola 1991; Dhar and Wertenbroch 2000; Childers et al. 2001;
Voss et al. 2003; Cardoso and Pinto 2010; Paswan et al. 2010; López and Ruiz 2011; Davis
and Hodges 2012; Saarijärvi et al. 2013; Mehta et al. 2014).
From the consumer market research perspective, utilitarian values reflect task orientation
often related to price, quality, and convenience, while hedonic values indicate personal
gratification and self-expression associated with the overall shopping experience (Holbrook
and Hirschman 1982). Similarly, consumers’ intrinsic and extrinsic motivations can be
associated with utilitarian and hedonic values, where utilitarian values are associated with
extrinsic and hedonic with intrinsic motivations (e.g. Watchravesringkan et al. 2010;
Kauppinen-Räisänen et al. 2014).
CR can provide three forms of value for a consumer: functional, emotional, and social
(Green and Peloza 2011) i.e. utilitarian and hedonic. However, only a few CR and
certification studies have explored utilitarian and hedonic values (e.g. Ha-Brookshire and
Hodges 2009; Pollach 2009; Nasir and Karakaya 2014; Andreu et al. 2015).
 In some CR cases utilitarian and hedonic values can be mixed, providing both for
providers and users e.g. in business processes using byproducts, recycled materials, and waste
in innovative ways (see e.g. Nidumolu et al. 2009; Toppinen et al. 2015). A product’s
22
improved environmental and social performance could lead to greater consumer motivation
and loyalty, and furthermore to lower price sensitivity, insurance against negative events, and
occasionally even the accrual of positive price premiums (Bhattacharya and Sen 2004). As a
downside, lack of consumer motivation, awareness, and apathy are barriers for companies to
gain benefits from corporate responsibility activities (Gleim et al. 2013).
In addition to the marketing literature, certification and CR are suggested to be affiliated
in economics with hedonic parameters in so-called hedonic regressions (e.g. Roe et al. 2001;
Carlsson and Johansson-Stenman 2012). In the case of certified forest products, e.g. the value
of certification can be perceived as fundamentally hedonic (e.g. perceived fairness, social
norms, social approval and status), providing no individual utilitarian value for the consumer.
While several studies in the forest sector show mixed results on consumers’ willingness-to-
pay for forest certification (see meta-analysis by Aguilar and Cai 2013a), the economic
literature suggests the usage of hedonic models for improved results validity (Roe et al. 2001;
Carlsson and Johansson-Stenman 2012).
In addition to hedonic and utilitarian value categories, the social psychology and related
consumer research recognizes a third value category named ‘normative values related to
moral values and judgment of doing right’ (e.g. Lindenberg 2001; Barbopoulos and
Johansson 2016). This third value category, i.e. social values, was also present in the CR
consumer value study by Green and Peloza (2011). While the hedonic and utilitarian value
categories (in empirical market research) can both relate only to the hedonistic egoism in the
philosophical value theory, the normative value category is especially related to social value
and common good also recognized in hedonistic utilitarianism. Normative values, however,
are often overlooked in the consumer literature (Sanchez-Fernandez and Iniesta-Bonillo
2007).
All in all utilitarian and hedonic values and motivations have become more and more
popular in consumer research. This has led to creating multiple definitions of consumer
perceived value (e.g. Sweeney and Soutar 2001), along with usability and value over time
(Chen and Dibb 2010; Chen and Hu 2010; Karvanen et al. 2014). SDL (Vargo and Lusch,
2004) has conceptualized this by using the terms ‘value in exchange’, ‘value in use’, and
‘value in context’. By considering the overall lifetime value, SDL also considers the value
contribution to consumer behavior and loyalty i.e. motivations.
This extended value consideration used in the SDL is also recommended in the forest
product and services sector (Mattila 2015; Matthies et al. 2016). For example, rethinking the
value propositions by creating synergies and new business models with an extended business
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ecosystem can lead to new product and service innovations also in the CR and certification
contexts (Nidumolu et al. 2009).
2.4 Psychological perspectives on information processing
While institutional theory categorizes the different carriers affecting consumer behavior
(Figure 2), and the philosophy adopted in consumer market research often categorizes various
values and motivations, we also need to consider the psychological process, i.e. how the
institutional carriers (information), values, and motivations are processed by consumers to
end up with certain kind of behavior.
The theoretical foundations in the fields of marketing, psychology, and behavioral
economics include theories such as Schwartz’s (1977) “Norm-Activation Theory”, Ajzen’s
(1991) “Theory of Planned Behavior” and Stern’s (1999) “Attitude-Behavior-Context”
model. Contemporary psychological market research has shown that behavior is not
motivated solely by consumers’ utility maximization (Kahneman 2011; Carlsson and
Johansson-Stenman 2012), but people often make automatic and habitual purchase decisions
(Duhigg 2012). O’Rourke and Ringer (2015) noted that this research vein has “challenged
rational choice theories in economics that model consumers as rational actors optimizing
their utility through calculated trade-offs in price, quality, and so on” and “this rich field of
research has shown that even the most straightforward acts of consumption can be
complicated, conflicted, and appear irrational”.
Information processing is often divided into three main categories in psychology and
consumer behavior research, namely affective, cognitive, and conative (or higher-order
affective) information processing (e.g. Berkowitz 1993). Fundamentally this research has its
philosophical roots in the hedonistic utilitarian theory and value research (Cushman et al.
2010).
First-order affective processing is relatively basic, automatic, or unconscious and quickly
associates the product / material with positive or negative information cues (Berkowitz 1993).
Higher-order cognitive or conscious processing is the next phase in consumers’ preference
formation, possibly involving social rules to specify or support the first impression of
affective processing (Berkowitz 1993). Finally, higher-order affective reactions and
conscious motivations may evolve after more careful affective and cognitive processing
(Berkowitz 1993, Cushman et al. 2010). Depending on the information available and the
context, the action may take place after each processing phase (Shiv and Fedorikhin 1999).
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Among empirical consumer studies, affective and cognitive influences on consumer
choice behavior have been widely applied since studies by Schwartz (1977), Donovan and
Rossiter (1982, 1994), Ajzen (1991), Stern (1999), and Shiv and Fedorikhin (1999). Most of
the studies advocate that affective or emotional influences are only additional to cognitive
influences such as quality, price, and perceived utility (Donovan et al. 1994). However,
affective influence may have a greater role over cognitive choice behavior in spontaneous
situations (Shiv and Fedorikhin 1999). In addition to cognitive and affective influences,
normative or conative influences (Rook and Fisher 1995), i.e. the judgment of doing right,
have been applied in consumer retail sector research to explain consumer behavior and
choices (e.g. Smith and Vogt, 1995; Da Silva and Alwi 2006; Harris and Goode 2004). Such
normative or conative influence can be considered to be under higher-order affective
information processing (Berkowitz 1993). Normative or conative influences have especially
been of interest in country-of-origin consumer studies (e.g. see meta-analysis by Verlegh and
Steenkamp 1999), and recently also in CR -related consumer research (Plewa et al., 2014).
Psychological research has presented indications and assumptions that utilitarian values,
and conscious and extrinsic motivations (e.g. cognitions and prevailing logics) are processed
under cognitive information processing, while hedonic values, unconscious motivations, and
intrinsic motivations (e.g. general norms, institutional and social rules, moral issues, culture)
are processed under affective information processing. However, these associations are yet to
be elaborated by cognitive psychology and neurological science (Cushman et al. 2010), and
evidence exists from empirical research showing that such categorization of values and
information processing is way too simplistic (Duhigg 2012).
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2.5 State of art in the literature of consumer values and trends
This chapter reviews the to-date literature to summarize the state-of-knowledge of general
consumer values and trends (Figure 5)b in terms of whether they represent utilitarian values
(e.g. conscious and extrinsic motivations, cognitions, and prevailing logics) or hedonic values
(e.g. unconscious- and intrinsic motivations, general norms, institutional- and social rules,
moral issues, culture). Often times no clear straightforward categorization is observable
between utilitarian values / business logics and hedonic values. However, the simplified
categorization applied here is suitable for building the CDBERD model for the forest sector,
which is done in the conclusions (Chapter 4). The overview also recognizes consumer
megatrends as current tendenciesc and weak signals as emerging sources of new trendsd.
Consumer megatrends are factors or patterns behind current consumer purchase decisions
among the majority of the population, while weak signals are emerging issues in some
contexts or driving only some consumer groups’ behavior. This definition was also applied
in the qualitative coding and the categorization of the findings between the megatrends and
weak signals.
References of the utilitarian values and prevailing business logics are highly valued price
and quality considerations among consumers (e.g. Divisekera 2010; Lee et al. 2010; Li and
Hitt 2010; Abdul-Muhmin 2011; Gehrt et al. 2012; Flint et al. 2013; Nguyen and Klaus 2013;
Wang and Tsai 2014). Price and quality generally work hand-in-hand according to consumer
perceptions (Brucks et al. 2000).
In terms of hedonic values, strong consumer trends, such as personal health and well-
being are observable (e.g. Wells 2013; Waterlander et al. 2013). Concerns of sustainability
and social responsibility (e.g. Callado-Muñoz and Utrero-González 2011; Koos 2011; Kim
et al. 2014; Maniatis 2015) are also common good and shared values referring to hedonic
values. The search for social networking and communities is another of the contemporary
b This overview is based upon my review of the literature on consumption and consumer
trends / factors in international retail and e-commerce -level publications during 2010–June
2015 in international journals (a total of 218 hits, with the most relevant ones cited here in
the text).
c Megatrend: A “general tendency or direction of a movement/change over time. A
megatrend is a major trend, at global or large scale.” (FAO 2014)
d Weak signal: “An early indication of a potentially important new event or emerging
phenomenon that could become an emerging pattern, a major driver or the source of a new
trend.” (FAO 2014)
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consumption trends in this category (Cardoso and Pinto 2010; Penz and Hogg 2011;
Pookulangara and Koesler 2011; Barnes and Pressey 2012; Jun 2012; Chen and Scott 2014;
Hong and Pavlou 2014). Online markets and the vast amount of available products and
information have increased the need for building trust and credibility in the overall value
chain, which has placed impetus in adopting the usage of third-party verification and
certification systems (Kantsperger and Kunz 2010; Wang et al. 2010; Shainesh 2012; Chiu
et al. 2013; Lu et al. 2013; Watson et al. 2013; Brun et al. 2014). Trust and credibility are
fundamentally also hedonic product values.
Many weak signals have hedonic value basis such as local consumption (Megicks 2012;
Lang et al. 2014), social- and cultural heritage, and environmental benefits (Morales-Nin et
al. 2013, Ailawadi et al. 2014). Among the weak signals are also some new competitive
business logics offering utilitarian value for consumers such as faster delivery times (Stanton
et al. 2012) along with value co-creation and innovations among different actors and
consumers (Bailey and Seock 2010; Chen 2013; Kim and Martinez 2013; Kang 2014; Chen
et al. 2015). Many of these weak signals and business logics are concretized in the market
concept of the sharing economy and peer-to-peer markets e.g. Airbnb and Uber (Cohen and
Kietzman 2014). In addition, establishing and recognizing small consumer communities has
enabled, together with more rapid diffusion of information and technological enhancements,
the creation of more individual and customized products and services, but also the provision
of do-it-yourself solutions (Doherty and Ellis-Chadwick 2010; Hsiao et al. 2010;
Brynjolfsson et al. 2011; Ghose et al. 2012). These issues can be seen as part of consumer
demand for increased alignment of company values with their own (see e.g. Freeman 1984;
den Hond et al. 2014 for company alignment).
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Figure 5. Main themes based upon literature review of consumer values and trends between
2010–June 2015
2.6 Literature review and identification of research gap in forest
product consumer studies
While the findings of previous sections concerning consumer values and trends are
crosscutting themes, consumer and user values are instead more fundamental and
individually determined by consumers in various contexts (Vargo and Lusch 2004).
Consumer values in the case of certified wood products have been studied by applying
various stated preference elicitation methods. However, most of this literature has omitted
the recent developments in online markets and trends, which have revolutionized the
consumption culture (Klein and Ford 2003, Deuze 2006). Neither utilitarian and hedonic
values, extrinsic and intrinsic motivations, nor information processing have been considered
in this branch of the literature, although these approaches are dominant in the general
consumption literature and market research (e.g. Dhar and Wertenbroch 2000;
Watchravesringkan et al. 2010; O’Rourke and Ringer 2015).
28
The stated preferences and willingness-to-pay premiums, along with the determination of
market shares for certified wood products, have been analyzed in the US (Ozanne and Vlosky
1997; Ozanne and Smith 1998; Vlosky et al. 1999; Grönroos and Bowyer 1999; Aguilar and
Vlosky 2007), Canada (Forsyth et al. 1999; Kozak et al. 2004), the UK and Norway (Veisten
2002; Veisten 2007) based on consumer survey research. The study by Vlosky et al. (1999)
suggests a conceptual model for consumer intrinsic motivations and willingness-to-pay for
forest product certification, however, the scaled questions in their survey are not actually
built to consider the essence of intrinsic motivations. All in all, the results of these stated
preference surveys indicate that a little less than one third of US consumers have expressed
their willingness to pay more for eco-friendly wood products, while this share is likely to be
somewhat higher in Europe. However, consumer survey results from 1997, analyzed by
Rametsteiner et al. (1998), show that only approximately 6% of respondents in the survey
conducted in the four largest European markets including Germany, France, Italy, and the
UK were willing to pay more for wood products from sustainable sources. Overall, estimates
of consumers’ willingness-to-pay premiums for certified wood products reported in the
literature range from 1.0% to 39.3% over non-certified options (Cai and Aguilar 2013a).
The conjoint analysis method has also been applied in forest certification consumer
market research (e.g. Bigsby and Ozanne 2002; Anderson and Hansen 2004a, Anderson and
Hansen 2004b, Anderson et al. 2005, Roos and Hugosson 2008; Thompson et al. 2010; Choi
et al. 2011). For example, Anderson and Hansen (2004a) detected a more than 30% drop in
market share when a certified product was offered at a 2% premium over a non-certified
option. By comparing a certified versus a non-certified product, Anderson and Hansen
(2004b) found that both retailers and consumers cut down their supplies and consumption of
certified products when price premiums were introduced. However, price premiums may
exist if a direct relation between certification and legality is established and communicated
to consumers, as shown in a field experiment in Guatemala (van Kempen et al. 2009). In
addition to demographic segments (e.g. in Anderson and Hansen 2004a), Thompson et al.
2010 also found psychographic segments of consumers willing to choose and pay for the
certification of forest products.
Contemporary indirect preference elicitation methods, such as the Discrete Choice
Experiment (DCE) -method (Louviere 1992; Louviere et. al 2010), have only been applied
for wood products by Veisten (2007), Aguilar and Cai (2010), Cai and Aguilar (2013b),
Sakagami et al. (2014), and Shoji et al. (2014). These studies have shown that raw material
quality and origin are typically more important for consumers than the implementation of
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(forest or CoC) certification. Aguilar and Cai (2010) also demonstrated that various levels of
price premiums may exist, but the consequence of a higher premium is a decreased market
share, suggesting that a segment of consumers might remain indifferent to greater price
changes and would continue to prefer certified products (e.g. 3% of consumers when the
certified option is priced at a 50% premium) (Aguilar and Cai 2010).
Besides the price effect, survey-based studies have found that consumers commonly
consider environmental label information and credibility of the certification organization
along with wood product origin in their purchasing decisions (Teisl et al. 2002; Basu et al.
2003; O'Brien and Teisl 2004; Leire and Thidell 2005). Environmental attributes in the case
of outdoor wooden decking materials were also valued very highly by Norwegian consumers
according to the results of a conjoint analysis by Roos and Nyrud (2008).
Wood origin is one key attribute for consumers when making a purchasing decision
(Aguilar and Vlosky 2007). Studies in the US market show consumer preference for wood
products sourced from the domestic market (O'Brien and Teisl 2004). Wood products from
temperate forests have additionally been preferred over tropical products, e.g. Kozak et al.
(2004) reported negative consumer preferences toward tropical hardwoods in Canada based
on a qualitative study. This finding is congruent with the results of Aguilar and Cai (2010)
for the US and UK markets. However, the results of Aguilar and Cai (2010) suggest that a
forest certification label could partly offset negative consumer perceptions of tropical wood
products.
In addition, Aguilar and Cai (2010) demonstrated that younger consumers in the US are
more sensitive to price changes, while older respondents have stronger preferences for
certified products. In contrast, younger respondents in the UK were less price sensitive, while
older respondents in the UK had a stronger preference for government agency-issued labels.
Both in the US and UK, consumers with higher incomes preferred certified products to
unlabeled products. However, in a meta-analysis Cai and Aguilar (2013a) found income level
to be insignificant for forest certification in terms of consumer preferences.
Studies concerning consumer preferences on the credibility of certification organizations
suggest that consumers perceive private non-governmental organizations (NGOs) as more
trustworthy entities for issuing forest certificates than governments (Ozanne and Vlosky
1997; Rametsteiner et al. 1998; Ozanne and Vlosky 2003). However, some later studies
among US and UK consumers show no statistically significant differences between the
credibility of governments and NGOs as certifying entities (O'Brien and Teisl 2004; Aguilar
and Cai 2010). There are also some conflicting results demonstrating that among US
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customers a federal agency is the most trustable entity for a certifier, followed by
environmental groups and independent certifiers, leaving industry groups to be the least
trustworthy among consumers (Teisl et al. 2002).
Interestingly, contrastingly to general consumer preferences identified in Macias and
Knowles (2011), architects in the US consider price and wood origin as the most important
factors when specifying hardwood flooring, leaving environmental certification as the least
important factor (Macias and Knowles 2011). Environmental-minded architects favored the
domestic origin of wood over price and environmental certification.
All in all, environmental or forest certification can be a major factor behind consumer
preferences when other product attributes (e.g. price or raw material origin) are held constant.
In addition, when only the assessment of product “willingness-to-pay for premium” is
considered, consumer reactions and market shares of certified products seem to vary based
on wood product type and end use (Grönroos and Bowyer 1999; Ozanne and Vlosky 2003;
Aguilar and Cai 2010). In a meta-analysis of existing studies on consumer's willingness-to-
pay premiums for certified wood products, Cai and Aguilar (2013a) also found that frequently
purchased wood products and wood products with lower base prices tend to capture higher
than average percentage premiums.
In sum, the existing consumer market research in the case of forest products has touched
upon some of the relevant themes concerning general consumer trends and value research
(Chapter 2.5), i.e. the role of product quality, raw material origin, or credibility of the
information supplier, whereas the themes e.g. different forms of sustainability and social
responsibility, personal health and well-being, social networking and communities have been
studied less in the forest product contexte. However, these general trends along with the weak
signals could also have potential in new product and service innovations in the forest sector
and thus they are considered in building the CDBERD model for the forest sector.
e An exception is Wan and Toppinen’s (2016) study on Lifestyles of Health and
Sustainability (LOHAS) consumers in China.
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3. METHODOLOGY AND RESULTS
This doctoral thesis consists of one book chapter and three peer-reviewed articles, each using
different methodologies including a synthesis of the relevant literature and a conceptual study
(Article I), a qualitative interviews case study (Article II), a quantitative questionnaire, and
factor analysis (Article III) and Discrete Choice Experiment (DCE) (Article IV). Article I
introduces the overall network of stakeholders from the CR perspective, Article II explores
the regulatory impact on the certification uptake, consumer norms and values on forest
product sustainability are assessed in Article III, and finally consumer choice behavior is
analyzed in Article IV. The objective of this dissertation is to build understanding on the
institutional carriers of certified forest products and the business ecosystem from the
consumer perspective to develop a research and development model for the sector. Table 1
summarizes the methodologies, main results, and implications from the institutional point of
view. Chapters 3.1–3.4 introduce the methods and discuss the key findings of the research
articles. Chapter 4.1 will synthesize the results and implications of individual articles from
the business ecosystem point of view.
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Table 1. Summary of methods and results
Article I II III IV
Type of
research
Conceptual study Empirical Empirical Empirical
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3.1 Stakeholders and corporate responsibility perspective (Article I)
Article I is a review considering CR implementation and interaction with stakeholder groups
in the forest industry. Based on a review of the literature and industry documents on corporate
responsibility it provides insights into industry practices. The article concludes that
sustainable value creation and stakeholder engagement in the forest industry is essentially
composed of the following elements. The first element considers the establishment of a
coherent CR management system (e.g., decisions on sustainability investments and forms of
stakeholder dialogue), and an extension of product-level thinking on value creation to include
recycling and disposal (e.g., Life Cycle Assessments) and the incorporation of industry
byproducts and investments into flexible production systems to produce both inter-firm and
inter-sectorial synergies and advance sustainability at a more systemic level. The second
element highlights more efficient and transparent communication of the sector’s
sustainability efforts to its stakeholders, e.g., not only using eco-labels and certificates, but
also utilizing new innovations for ensuring future competitiveness and the acceptability of
operations at a more general level. This can be based on such things as improved energy and
resource efficiency, targeting more synergic value creation between various stages in the
forest-wood value chain and finding better solutions for increasing customers’ quality of life
by providing durable and safe products with integrated service components (e.g., wooden
houses heated with renewable energy) instead of simply focusing on tangible products (e.g.,
just wooden houses). Consequently, sustainability is perceived to improve the forest sector’s
competitive advantage via deepened stakeholder engagement. Sustainability together with
more efficient stakeholder engagement can build a more harmonized and synergistic forest
sector business ecosystem via sustainability performance measurement, communication,
identified needs of cross-sectorial and stakeholder collaboration, and the means to enhance
forest industry managerial culture for sustainability.
A remaining challenge identified in Article I is how to develop CR performance
measurement systems that can increasingly clearly link the implementation of CR practices
with traditional corporate objectives (e.g., profitability and market growth). One potential
concrete business benefit of such systems is the simultaneous recognition of both resource-
efficiency gains (e.g., reducing the usage of raw materials, resulting in ecological benefits
and decreasing costs) and profit generation potential (e.g., designing business processes to
meet specific stakeholder needs). By transparently aligning the implementation of CR
practices with the economic objectives of companies, the requirements of heterogeneous
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stakeholder groups, such as forest owners and consumers, can also be considered in a more
balanced way (see e.g. Panwar et al. 2006; Jamali et al. 2008). In addition, questions of equity
and the distribution of economic benefits throughout the entire value chain are issues that
also need to be tackled when developing new business logics.
More efficient CR communication through e.g. normative carriers and stakeholder
engagement (Clarkson 1995; Manetti 2011) therefore also becomes of increasing importance,
as establishing long-term dialogue and solid company/stakeholder/local-community
relationships are a pre-requisite. For example, the present transition of the pulp and paper
industry towards reliance on plantations as sources of fast-growing fiber is typically based
on water intensive, genetically modified monocultures whose long-term effect (see, e.g.,
D’Amato 2015) on both forest ecosystem services and local-level firm interdependencies
with communities is currently not well understood. From the sustainability communication
perspective, better understanding of stakeholder needs and use of improved communication
channels, which also target consumers, could allow for more efficient dissemination of
information for benchmarking wood with other material sectors. A higher level of general
awareness and recognition of wood as a genuinely renewable and recyclable material could
eventually lead to sustainable leadership becoming comparable to larger material markets in
the forest-based sector. Here, various governmental instruments, i.e. regulative carriers,
could also act as a catalyst for promoting a higher level of CR across sector boundaries as
advocated in Article I.
The use of cross-sectoral collaboration could be beneficial for creating synergies and
new innovations crucial for the evolution and success of the forest sector. As Article I shows,
some large forest industry companies are shifting their strategies towards cross-sectoral
collaborations, including areas such as the production of renewable fuels, chemicals, bio-
based fibrils, and wood composite materials. From the sustainability perspective, such a
strategy may bring some benefits by using the forest sector knowledge in raw material
sourcing and production. The challenge for creating cross-sector partnerships is not only in
connecting interested parties, but also in finding right people and relevant issues within
problem domains (see also Koschmann et al. 2012). The pivotal issue is thus in the
establishment of cross-sectoral communication and understanding the value basis and
potential value-added benefits from the partnerships, i.e. cross-sectoral alignment of
institutional carriers.
Eventually, the question is whether sufficient strategic commitment and organizational
alignment of institutional carriers exists among the top management and the creation of a
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company culture of sustainable leadership in the forest industry? In line with Heikkurinen
and Bonnedahl (2013), the articles observe that the key question is whether forest industry
CR practices mainly deal with a weak form of sustainability. If this is true, there may be a
lack of intrinsic motivation to establish long-term stakeholder relationships, as the
implementation of CR and related corporate strategies would then simply be the result of
reactive actions driven by external stakeholder pressures (see Matten and Moon 2008). To
gain more value from CR, the entire value chains need to co-create value with stakeholders
and create synergistic strategies and practices to enhance the industry image among
consumers.
3.2 Regulatory impact on certification (Article II)
The regulative carriers influencing the institution of forest certification were assessed in
Article II. The study was especially set up to explore whether more integrated strategies and
collaborative networks have emerged for enhanced communications throughout the industry
value chains, as the institutional changes are generally seen as good opportunities for such
co-evolution within the business ecosystem (Lukkari and Parvinen 2008). The empirical part
of the research was a qualitative interview study carried out by conducting 39 semi-structured
interviews of stakeholders involving wood industry value chain members and experts in
Finland during 2011–12 and in the ex-post phase of the European Union Timber Regulation
(EUTR) (EU No 995/2010) in 2015. EUTR is the first reform in the EU aimed at prohibiting
the trade and import of illegally harvested timber and timber products (European Commission
2010). Since data collection was performed by conducting interviews along with collecting
evolving EU legislation documentation over a nearly five-year time span, the process
provided the possibility of comprehensively reflecting upon its content.
The results of this qualitative case study confirmed that business-to-business customer
demand continues to be the major driver for the forest and Chain-of-Custody (CoC)
certification uptake in European context (Schepers 2010). Moreover, the demand for certified
products does not inherently originate from consumer markets (Schepers 2010; Räty et al.
2016), but the pressure comes from the retail level, global corporations, governments, NGOs,
and investors (McNichol 2002; Bartley 2003; Gulbrandsen 2006; Overdevest 2010; Schepers
2010; Cashore and Stone 2012; Matilainen 2013; Johansson 2014).
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According to the results, the interviewed Finnish wood industry companies have currently
established customer-facing forest and CoC certification strategies as adopted in the industry
total quality management (Bessant 1990; Dean and Bowen 1994). These companies,
however, seem to mainly be conveying the certification information to their industrial
customers, without being more deeply aware of their consumer or customer values or trying
to communicate their own company values in a similar manner as mainstream customer
relationship management (Grönroos 2000). Forest certificates therefore seem to have been
adopted fairly spontaneously by these companies, and implementing the industry-dominant
culture without intent of strategic planning. Only a few wood industry companies in Finland
have developed more outward-facing strategies (see e.g. Frohlich and Westbrook 2001), in
which they also use certification for marketing and communicating their company values or
product-level environmental claims.
However, all companies in the sample provided information to their customers and
stakeholders without knowing more explicitly what the actual value and use of this
information is for their customers. In theory, a better understanding of customer value could
contribute to more product and service innovations and improved customer engagement and
loyalty (e.g. Grönroos 2000; Lee et al. 2008). In general, no established cooperation was
exhibited between the companies and stakeholders for publicly communicating sustainability
issues or attempts to capture value based on wood raw material certification.
While institutional changes are generally seen as good opportunities to integrate strategies
and improve the cohesiveness of the entire value network (Lukkari and Parvinen 2008), the
beginning of the implementation period of the EUTR has shown that the materialized changes
in the overall Finnish wood industry value chain are so insignificant that the overall situation
is likely to remain as it is, with no significant changes in certification strategies and uptake.
The findings furthermore suggest that the EUTR is not likely to impact domestic timber
producers and large importers with existing certification in Finland, while the major impact
will be on Small and Medium-sized Enterprises (SMEs) importing timber from outside the
EU, with no existing traceability systems and thus carried by downstream wholesale/retail
companies. These findings were in line with Trishkin et al. (2015) noting that SMEs in Russia
are most likely to find it difficult to deal with the EUTR requirements and due diligence
because of a lack of certificates along with human and technical resources. The interviewed
managers and experts in the study were skeptical that these SMEs in particular would adopt
forest and CoC certification in the future, instead of less costly legality verification systems,
which would reflect in diminishing role of forest certification among these companies.
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The article’s results of the ex-post EUTR analysis further confirmed that only SMEs
without existing traceability systems have been forced to consider the establishment of new
legality verification systems whereas the state of business-as-usual has continued for the
other players. Contrary to the expert opinions, implementation of forest and CoC certification
is the preferred option for the majority of SMEs instead of other legality verification systems,
due to forest certification requirements and demand from larger wholesale/retail companies.
This finding was also in line with Cashore and Stone (2012), who suggested that public
policies such as the Lacey Act in the US and the EUTR, with formal requirements for timber
legality verification, may have a positive effect on the uptake of forest certification. These
findings also give support to the previous observation that only minor changes and
incremental costs are likely to occur for firms with existing forest and CoC certifications (EFI
2011, Brown and Bird 2007), but some shifts in international trade flows from more reliable
sources are nevertheless likely to happen (UNECE 2013).
The ex-post EUTR results also confirmed that the EUTR has been unable to create any
substantial end-consumer demand for certified timber products, and end-consumer demand
for forest and CoC certification therefore continue to be of limited scope, as also suggested
by Räty et al. (2016). However, some interest in certification is also originating from large-
scale construction companies looking for green building projects and wholesale-/retail-level
companies initiating certification schemes (Wang et al. 2014).
Based on Article II, the EUTR appears to enforce the supplier-client relations in the
Finnish wood industry value chain. However, the sector still lacks public and integrated
outward-facing strategies to enhance the creation of added value from the forest certificates
at each value-chain level and eventually in the broader competing material markets. In this
regard, the existence of two parallel forest certificates (Forest Steward ship Council (FSC)
and the Programme for the Endorsement of Forest Certification schemes (PEFC)) appears to
hamper the effective communication and building of an image of sustainable wood products
among customers and end consumers, who are also exposed to general environmental
communication e.g. in the building material markets.
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3.3 Consumer norms and values on sustainability and forest products
(Article III)
Article III aimed to scrutinize normative carriers and values by assessing how consumers
perceive the sustainability of wooden products in the Finnish context. The four dimensions
of sustainability-based consumer value were identified using a multivariate analysis on
survey data consisting of 208 responses collected in the home and building material retail
sector in May–June 2013. The direct stated preference survey addressed the consumers’
conscious motivations towards sustainability and forest certification.
In the empirical part of Article III a new measurement scale for perceived consumer value
was designed and implemented in the sustainability assessment of wooden terrace materials.
The study revealed that when using a specific example of wooden terrace materials, consumer
value is a four-dimensional construct in addition to a price dimension, consisting of 1)
Information and origin, 2) Consumer activity, 3) Product image, and 4) Quality. The article
reinforced existing knowledge on the environmental and social sustainability of wood
products as identified in the previous literature and found some, albeit weak, indications on
the ability of the built measurement scale to segment the consumer market by key respondent
background factors.
Some limitations of research design apply to the data and analyses employed in this study,
which is not based upon a representative sample of consumers. The respondents were
purposively selected among consumers visiting building material retail shops during a certain
time period. This study, as many earlier ones, is additionally not sufficiently detailed in
identifying the profile of the environmentally and socially sensitive consumer segment for
wood products, which would allow for the practical assessment of the attractiveness of the
market with regard to market size and stability. However, the article explores some potential
avenues from the perspective of sustainability communication targeted to these basic
consumer segments.
Regarding respondent background characteristics, there was indication that in comparison
to the “young adults” reference age group, all older age groups were relatively more
demanding, emphasizing the first dimension of “Information and origin” as a basis of
product-level social and environmental sustainability in their (stated) purchasing decisions.
The same finding held true when comparing female respondents with males. From the
sustainability marketing perspective, one possible solution for attracting the attention of these
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more demanding consumer groups could be to increase detailed verbal information and
improve the information content (Belz and Peattie 2012; Gleim et al. 2013), along with using
digital and social media communication applications.
Similarly the concept of ”Consumer activity” was detected to more strongly influence the
perceived value among elderly and female respondents. The interpretation here is that to a
larger extent these consumer groups actively search for more environmental and sustainable
consumption options, while the other consumer groups show some degree of consumer
apathy (see e.g. Gleim et al. 2013). A possible solution to activate consumers could be to
launch awareness campaigns and environmental education to influence social norms (Gleim
et al. 2013).
The product dimension “Quality” was highly valued by all consumer groups; however,
some differences between the age groups were found. On the other hand, the “Product image”
dimension was the least valued product attribute, also exhibiting some differences between
age groups.  Young and middle-aged respondent groups had stronger preferences for these
latter two value dimensions. The existing literature suggests the application of greenness only
as a complementary product attribute as a possible solution for advancing sustainable
consumption behavior (Gleim et al. 2013), and to establish sustainable/responsible branding
with lead consumers and brand communities (Kujala et al. 2011).
The most essential consumer value dimension, named “Information and origin”, was
characterized by a variety of information issues concerning the sustainable origin of wood
materials and social issues such as product legality. These also include a requirement for
more information about the environmental effects of wood products and health impacts,
confirming the preliminary results presented in Toppinen et al. (2013).
3.4 Consumer choice behavior and habits (Article IV)
The consumer cultural-cognitive carriers and behavior prevailing in the certified forest
product markets were approached in Article IV using the indirect stated preference elicitation
method, i.e. DCE (Louviere 1992). The data of 221 consumers and 2652 choice tasks was
collected in Finland via an Internet survey conducted on a platform resembling a digital
market place and mirroring a shopping situation during 2015.
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The DCE is a relatively new method, but apart from Veisten (2007), Aguilar and Cai
(2010), Cai and Aguilar (2013b), Sakagami et al. (2014), and Shoji et al. (2014), it has seldom
been applied in forest sector consumer studies. The advantage of DCE over traditional
conjoint analysis methods is that it better mimics a purchase situation where the respondent
has to choose one product among multiple products with different attribute combinations
present in the market.
Existing DCE forest certification consumer studies have shown that raw material quality
and origin are more important attributes for consumers than the use of forest certification.
Moreover, Cai and Aguilar’s (2013a) meta-analysis concluded that only a few cases exist
where some consumer segments have shown a significant percentage of willingness-to-pay
for forest certification, and this situation is more likely to happen with frequently purchased
wood products and in the case of wood products with lower base prices.
Our results for mimicking the e-commerce purchase situation for terrace materials
confirmed previous studies suggesting that raw material and price are the most important
choice attributes, but also that certification and raw material origin in particular significantly
impact consumer choices and product markets shares (e.g. Macias and Knowles 2011). The
results from multinomial logit model simulations suggest that the market shares for wood
products are greater when the products are domestic and carry environmental certificates.
Concrete terrace tiles, on the other hand, gain market shares only when compared to wood
products that are imported and non-certified. When wood raw material origin and
certification attributes are identical or not communicated at all, the market share for concrete
terrace tiles increases. By implication, the use of domestic and certified forest sector products
are likely to have some competitive advantage against other material (namely concrete)
sectors. The results also showed habitual choice behavior, as some consumer groups in the
choice tasks constantly preferred certain materials, e.g. high-processed wood products, wood
composites, and concrete tiles. However, habitual purchasing is difficult to change by any
communication efforts (Duhigg 2012).
Results from Article IV suggest that raw material origin and certification can increase the
market share of forest sector products in the larger terrace material markets against substitute
products. Several previous studies and observations suggest that forest certifications and the
use of eco-labels are not effective in increasing product demand and creating any price
premiums (see e.g. Räty et al. 2016). However, the simulations of this study imply that those
results may not be valid, if the overall sectoral image concerning origin and sustainability is
included. Article IV results therefore support the development of more integrated and
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harmonized communication across the sector value chains for improved sectoral image.
Beyond the scope of the research design, digital marketing and e-commerce hold a new
significant potential for the communication of these intangible product attributes.
4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
4.1 Synthesizing results from the business ecosystem point of view
This chapter synthesizes the article results from the business ecosystem point of view
(Table 1) and frames these with the CDBERD model for the forest sector. Methodologically,
various stated preference methods combine and address different hedonic theories. For
example, more direct stated preference surveys (e.g. simple Likert scale surveys) consider
more consumers’ conscious decisions, while unconscious preferences and values can also be
addressed through indirect stated preference elicitation methods, e.g. DCEs (Bargh, 2002;
Mueller et al. 2010)f. Consequently, direct stated preference surveys address conscious
motivational hedonism, while indirect preference elicitation methods include some values
according to the unconscious one. However, both conscious and unconscious motivations,
along with hedonic and utilitarian values, can be considered for various research settings by
carefully planning the observed and controlled attributes. More robust results and better
understanding of consumer preferences can be achieved by combing various elicitation
methods (Veisten 2007; Mueller et al. 2010), which was also the starting point for this
dissertation.
From the business ecosystem synthesis perspective, conceptual Article I focused on the
stakeholder perspective on values in exchange, values in use, and values in various contexts
(Vargo and Lusch 2004; 2010). This synthesis of literature helps to understand the different
stakeholders and actors along with the role of various institutions involved in the business
ecosystem for certified forest products. For the CDBERD model, the outline of Article I is
applied to recognize key stakeholders, their resources, and relations i.e. to create a forest
sector stakeholder business ecosystem for more harmonized and synergic value creation also
f Louviere et al. (2010) revealed that many studies claiming to utilize Conjoint Analyses
(CA) are really performing DCE.
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with surrounding institutions and sectors. The evolving bioeconomy is essential, including
considerations on corporate responsibility, forest certification, and the sustainable production
of forest products and services, as these issues can be seen to generate negotiation power and
competitive advantage to the forest sector. This could be used in developing stakeholder
communication and in understanding the potential value addition and synergies from the
partnerships, e.g. the cross-sectoral alignment of institutional carriers. Article I also suggests
more efficient CR communication through e.g. normative carriers, meaning more effective
marketing communication instead of cognitive communications concerning e.g. price
premiums, market shares, and market access. Finally green governmental procurement
policies, i.e. regulative carriers, are seen to act as a catalyst for promoting CR across sector
boundaries in the reviewed literature.
From the business ecosystem synthesis perspective, Article II analyzes the regulative
institutional carriers e.g. forest sector and relational laws, certification uptake routines, and
company strategies targeting consumers. For the CDBERD model the implication is that any
regulative initiatives only slowly change cultural-cognitive measures including company
overall strategies, while normative initiatives are often the initial and most influential
according to institutional theory (Scott 2008). However, the regulative initiatives create new
regulative carriers, which should be recognized and harnessed in business ecosystem
development. In this particular case the identified carriers included EUTR regulation and
national laws strictly creating new requirements (i.e. symbolic value). In comparison, other
sectors’ laws and regulations remained unchanged, creating a disadvantage for the forest
sector, but with a strategic change this could be turned into a competitive advantage and
sectoral competitive advantage in terms of sustainability-, value-chain- and origin
management systems (relational). Among the regulative carriers, the forest certificates’ role
as a routine was enforced without any additional value from the consumer perspective,
because of only minor changes in company strategies, business models, and codes-of-
conducts i.e. in regulative artifacts set to align activities with the new regulations. Moreover,
customer-facing strategies without end-user focus prevail in the Finnish Forest sector, while
public and integrated outward-facing strategies could be the key for open-source, peer-to-
peer, and end-user innovations along with meeting trends.
For the business ecosystem synthesis, Article III revealed prevalence of some existing
institutional norms and carriers especially related to consumer perceptions of certified forest
products. For example issues were raised in terms of symbolic norms and values guiding
consumer behavior, i.e. symbolic carriers such as price, sustainability information, origin,
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consumer sustainability activity, product image, and quality. Price and quality are general
routines across different products, services, and sectors that consumers look for, as observed
in the review on consumer market trends (Chapter 2.5), while sustainability information, i.e.
certificates as normative artifacts, are also recognized in general literatures. As forest
certification is associated with general sustainability along with raw material origin, and
social and health issues, it means that certification communication could more efficiently use
these relational carriers in marketing communication. Other relational carriers found from
the general review on consumer market trends (Chapter 2.5) included personal health and
well-being, trust and credibility, social networking and communities, and a wide range of
weak signals. These more general values and norms could be better considered in future
product and service development in the forest sector, and therefore they are considered in the
CDBERD model.
Furthermore, findings of Article IV revealed that cultural-cognitive carriers prevail in the
market for certified forest products in the business ecosystem context. Product material and
price were found to be the dominant product attributes for consumer choice of terrace
materials in Finland. Other material characteristics, such as origin and certificates, were
found to be relational carriers, as they also held significance in choice making, but they were
considered only after material and price. However, it should be borne in mind that relational
cultural-cognitive carriers can also include many other options of general consumer behavior
(e.g. social networks, do-it-yourself, local consumption, fast delivery, co-value creation and
-innovation, sharing economy, or the use of peer-to-peer market places (Chapter 2.5)). These
relational carriers may also potentially bring competitive advantage, and even help introduce
new product and service innovations. Some materials showed habitual choice behavior, i.e.
routines. For example certain consumer segments always chose high-processed wood
products, while others chose wood composites or concrete tiles, irrespective of other product
attributes. Overall, well-communicated sustainability features and domestic origin had a
positive effect on product image, giving competitive advantage over non-sustainable and
imported products. Environmental management and communication practices can therefore
work as artifacts improving not only product, but also overall sectoral image.
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4.2 Implications for research and development
The institutional evolution of the forest sector, as with many other large and traditional
sectors, can be seen as quite slow, incremental, and limited to the core business, rather than
searching for consumer-driven market solutions from the extended business ecosystem. For
example, despite some recent examples on inter-sectoral alliances and innovations offering
new products, raw materials, and even services for business-to-business markets, the sector
still lacks solutions for consumer markets. However, better understanding of the overall
business ecosystem and finding integrated partnership and consumer-driven research and
development models for new product and service innovations could produce more consumer
market solutions. Considering global bioeconomy development, companies in the forest
sector have the potential to be seen as attractive partners in the business ecosystem by
offering knowledge and value in sustainable raw material and services management,
sourcing, and production.
The results of the individual articles are synthesized in the CDBERD model for the forest
sector (Figure 6). The themes scrutinized in the model include consumer trends, values and
norms, i.e. hedonic and utilitarian values (pull), resources, technologies and regulations
(push), and organization strategy, consumer choice behavior, and business logics (process).
This is a simplified thematic presentation of the institutional pillars (i.e. normative,
regulative, and cultural-cognitive) and carriers (symbolic, relational, routines, artifacts),
which were the research topics and findings of the individual articles (Articles I–IV).
The business ecosystem recognizes the parallel institutions with common consumer
markets and evolving issues (e.g. regulations, technologies, resources, business logics,
market environments and potentials). The broader business ecosystem approach was
considered in the articles, but it was particularly considered in Chapter 2.5 on general
consumer values and trends, which were used as proxies of parallel institutions. As the
general consumer values and trends represent the prevailing business ecosystem and potential
for new product and service development, they are also introduced in Figure 6.
As the idea of institutional and business ecosystem models in general, the created research
and development model in particular tries to better consider interactions, value co-creation,
and constant evolution undergoing in the consumer markets. The state of general consumer
trends and the prevailing values towards the forest sector also represented in the frame
(Figure 6) show that sustainability has increasing value and meaningfulness among
consumers and industries. This is supported by broad contemporary CR and sustainability
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literature and e.g. Nidumolu et al. (2009) suggest that it is basically impossible to introduce
new products and services to the markets that are unsustainable and cause damage to societies
and nature.
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Figure 6. The model and implications for Consumer-Driven Business Ecosystem Research
and Development (CDBERD)
Frame
∑”Trendscrape”: identify consumer trends, values, and norms, and define experience
principles, for example
-Consumer value dimensions on wood products: price, sustainability information, origin,
consumer sustainability activity, product image, and quality (Article III).
-General consumer trends in values: price and quality, personal health and well-being,
sustainability and social responsibility, trust and credibility, social networking and
communities, and weak signals: local consumption, social and cultural heritage, and
environmental benefits (Chapter 2.5).
-Implication: Consumer expectations for forest products and services are equivalent as in
general consumer markets, which is also the experience principle / threshold for new product
and service innovations. Communication should also target overall normative consumer
values.
∑Map business opportunity and strategy based on market and organization factors:
consumer choice behavior, business logics, and organization strategies, for example
- Price and preferences for wood as dominant factors for consumer choice and market shares,
followed by origin and certificates (Article IV).
-General consumption trends and weak signals in business logics targeting consumers: fast
delivery, co-value creation and innovation, customized- and do-it-yourself solutions, sharing
economy (e.g. peer-to-peer market places) etc. (Chapter 2.5).
-Customer-facing strategies without end-user focus prevail in the Finnish Forest sector
(Article II).
- Implication: Establishment of keystone organization with public and integrated outward-
facing strategies to accelerate the development of open-source, peer-to-peer, and end-user
innovations along with meeting trends by organizing hackathons, innovation competitions,
reverse pitching etc.
∑Identify resource, technology and regulation -developments; assess current
environment, for example
- Establishment of cross-sectoral stakeholder communication and understanding the potential
value addition and synergies from the partnerships, e.g. cross-sectoral alignment of
institutional carriers along with resources e.g. in the field of biofuels, chemicals, bio-based
fibrils, and wood composite materials (Article I).
-Breaking the routines: constantly identifying new policy developments and opportunities for
new partnerships (Article II). The same applies to emerging resources and technologies.
- Implication: Integration of resources and finding synergies e.g. by making better use of
bioeconomy development, established sustainability management systems and certificates
with new user / consumer -driven strategies and cross-sectoral partnerships.
∑Pull ∑Process ∑Push
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The developed CDBERD model (Figure 6) has already been applied in initiating some
ongoing research and development projects in the forest sector, and it is the task of future
research to test and develop the applicability of the model for the sector. Examples of such
projects include virtual reality in the forest sector, 3D-printed wood composite profiles for
modular wooden furniture, and the use of a social media market place for primary producers,
e.g. forest owners. All these projects have begun with elaboration of the consumer and
organization trends including norms, values, and logics listed in the model. Secondly, the
available resources and emerging technologies along with the regulative environment have
been screened. According to the author’s own experiences, the results of individual articles
summarized in Figure 6 can be extremely useful in initiating these projects and guiding the
development of new business models.
Co-creation, i.e. collecting resources and establishing partnerships along with designing
a product and/or system to also implement the general trends as much as possible is the
foreseen next phase in the initiated projects, following the braided design model (Figure 3,
Kilain et al. 2015). The model targets fast prototyping, which can currently be achieved with
low resources in many cases, even in the traditionally resource-intensive forest sector. For
example, virtual reality applications produced in the established start-up community are fast
and rather cheap prototypes, and some of them only require little refinements to be born as
market products. In the case of 3D-printed wood composites, 3D printing again is very cheap
prototyping, and the know-how and partnerships are found among the emerging businesses.
In the third project example of a primary producer market place, system development has
become easier, faster, and cheaper thanks to open-source code and modules enabling more
and more coders to build fast prototypes. This is also the case in this peer-to-peer market
place, which is also applied in the case of wood composite 3D printing.
The next phase is validation (Figure 3), including testing usability and markets of the fast
prototypes and developing the product or service to better fit the different user requirements,
and also developing the business model from the user perspective. Therefore even in business
model development the overall user experience and service design are principal goals. The
final phase in the model is to develop a governance structure and establish research,
development, and innovation as part of every-day business activities, and also to establish
the new business as a keystone in the business ecosystem (Iansiti and Levien 2004). Some
simple ways of doing this include establishing open-source, peer-to-peer, and end-user
innovation market platforms along with organizing hackathons, innovation competitions,
reverse pitching etc.
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4.3 Limitations of work and future research
Combining various methods and perspectives in individual articles to achieve more
comprehensive results also has its limitations. For example, Article I was a synthesis of
literature and conceptual design of stakeholder roles and communication, in which the
analysis is performed without testing the assumptions with empirical data. Article II and
qualitative interviews on EUTR and regulatory effects applied another concept and different
angle for the sake of comprehensiveness, but the findings were bound with the theory lacking
generalizable results. Articles III and IV as empirical surveys had limitations such as
representative samples and results based upon a very narrow product segment and geographic
context.
In terms of limitations of the CDBERD model, the limitations of individual articles
suggest that the model and its implications have limited context and the model should always
be re-evaluated for new projects. Moreover, it should be noted that the themes introduced in
the CDBERD model, including consumer trends, values and norms (pull), resources,
technologies and regulations (push), and organizational strategy, consumer choice behavior
and business logics (process) are in constant evolution in the business ecosystem. They are
also very case-specific, and therefore their framing and fit always require specific research
focus and elaboration.
Also in this regard, as consumption behavior, trends, and experiences are complicated
psychological processes considering various values and motivations, all these should be
better considered in the market interviews, surveys, and experiments conducted in the future
forest sector research. This could furthermore contribute to better understanding of
associations (e.g. carriers) between institutions and consumer behavior in the field of social
psychology. In addition, the forest sector and consumer market -related research in general
does not consider the third value dimension, named social (Green and Peloza 2011) or
normative (i.e. conative) information processing (Rook and Fisher 1995), which is causing
problems to holistic institutional / business ecosystem models attempting to explain
consumer behavior, and also in new product and service development through norms,
regulations, and habits (Jackson 2005). Future forest sector consumer market and marketing
research could therefore better consider the three main value dimensions including hedonic,
utilitarian, and social value, along with information processing including affective, cognitive,
and normative. This triangular setup is well-proven by philosophical and psychological
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theories, and it is also crucial for developing future consumer-driven business ecosystem
research and development in addition to considering the value in context and value over time.
Eventually the framing approach (Figure 6) gives an overall starting point for consumer-
driven research and development projects in the forest sector, and subsequent phases
including co-creation, prototyping, validating, and building governance (presented in Figure
3). Even though this fast prototyping will inevitably result in some failures, this mindset helps
to develop consumer / user-driven solutions and experience principles along with business
models and organization strategies with better fit to the overall business ecosystem.
As introduced earlier, the CDBERD model has been applied in initiating a few research
and development projects in the forest sector, and future research will test and develop the
applicability of the model for the sector. In this regard, the concept of keystone organization
as a design to govern the business ecosystem can also be tested and developed by elaborating
the concepts of open-source, peer-to-peer, and end-user innovation market platforms in the
forest sector.
REFERENCES
Aaker, J.L., Benet-Martínez, V., Garolera, J. (2001). Consumption symbols as carriers of
culture: A study of Japanese and Spanish brand personality constructs. J. Pers. Soc.
Psychol. 81: 492–508. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.81.3.492
Abdul-Muhmin, A.G. (2011). Repeat purchase intentions in online shopping: The role of
satisfaction, attitude, and online retailers' performance. J. Int. Consum. Mark. 23: 5–20.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08961530.2011.524571
Aguilar, F.X., Vlosky, R.P. (2007). Consumer willingness to pay price premiums for
environmentally certified wood products in the U.S. For. Policy Econ. 9: 1100–1112.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2006.12.001
Aguilar, F.X., Cai, Z. (2010). Conjoint effect of environmental labeling, disclosure of
forest of origin and price on consumer preferences for wood products in the US and
UK. Ecol. Econ. 70: 308–316. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2010.09.002
Ailawadi, K.L., Neslin, S.A., Luan, Y.J., Taylor, G.A. (2014). Does retailer CSR enhance
behavioral loyalty? A case for benefit segmentation. Int. J. Res. Mark. 31: 156–167.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijresmar.2013.09.003
50
Ajzen, I. (1991). The theory of planned behavior. Organ. Behav. Hum. Decis. Processes
50: 179–211. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0749-5978(91)90020-T
Almirall, E., Lee, M., Majchrzak, A. (2014). Open innovation requires integrated
competition-community ecosystems: Lessons learned from civic open innovation. Bus.
Horiz. 57: 391–400. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bushor.2013.12.009
Anderson, R.C., Hansen, E.N. (2004a). Determining consumer preferences for ecolabeled
forest products: An experimental approach. J. For. 102: 28–32.
Anderson, R.C., Hansen, E.N. (2004b). The impact of environmental certification on
preferences for wood furniture: A conjoint analysis approach. For. Prod. J. 54: 42–50.
Anderson, R.C., Laband, D.N, Hansen, E.N., Knowles, C.D. (2005). Price premiums in
the mist. Forest Prod. J. 55(6): 19–22.
Andreu, L., Casado-Díaz, A.B., Mattila, A.S. (2015). Effects of message appeal and
service type in CSR communication strategies. J. Bus. Res. 68: 1488–1495.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2015.01.039
Bailey, L.R., Seock, Y. (2010). The relationships of fashion leadership, fashion magazine
content and loyalty tendency. J. Fash. Mark. Manage. 14: 39–57.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/13612021011025429
Barbopoulos, I., Johansson, L. (2016). A multi-dimensional approach to consumer
motivation: exploring economic, hedonic, and normative consumption goals. J.
Consum. Mark. 33: 75–84. http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/JCM-08-2014-1091
Bargh, J.A. (2002). Losing consciousness: Automatic influences on consumer judgment,
behavior, and motivation. J. Consum. Res. 29: 280–285.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/341577
Barnes, S.J., Pressey, A.D. (2012). In Search of the "Meta-Maven": An Examination of
Market Maven Behavior across Real-Life, Web, and Virtual World Marketing
Channels. Psychol. Mark. 29: 167–185. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/mar.20513
Barney, J. B. (1991). Firm resources and sustained competitive advantage. Journal of
Management 17: 99–120. http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/014920639101700108
Bartley, T. (2003). Certifying Forests and Factories: States, Social Movements, and the
Rise of Private Regulation in the Apparel and Forest Products Fields. Politics and
Society 31: 433–464. http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0032329203254863
51
Basu, A.K., Chau, N.H., Grote, U. (2003). Ecolabeling and stages of development. Review
of Development Economics 7: 228–247. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1467-9361.00188
Batra, R., Ahtola, O.T. (1991). Measuring the hedonic and utilitarian sources of consumer
attitudes. Mark. Lett. 2: 159–170. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00436035
Belz, K., Peattie, K. (2012). Sustainability marketing. A global perspective. 2nd ed.
Chichester, UK. 336 p.
Berkowitz, L. (1993). Towards a General Theory of Anger and Emotional Aggression:
Implications of the Cognitive-Neoassociationistic Perspective for the Analysis of
Anger and Other Emotions. In: Advances in Social Cognition 6. Wyer R.S., Srull,
T.K., Hillsdale, N.J. Erlbaum. (ed.) p. 1–46.
Bessant, J. (1990). Managing Advanced Manufacturing Technology: The Challenge of the
Fifth Wave. London: Basil Blackwell.
Bhattacharya, C.B., Sen, S. (2004). Doing better at dong good: When, why, and how
consumers respond to corporate social initiatives. Calif. Manage. Rev. 47(1): 9–24.
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/41166284
Bigsby, H., Ozanne, L.K. (2002). The purchase decision: Consumers and environmentally
certified wood products. For. Prod. J. 52: 100–105.
Björkdahl, J., Börjesson, S. (2011). Organizational climate and capabilities for innovation:
a study of nine forest-based Nordic manufacturing firms. Scand J For Res. 26: 488–
500. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02827581.2011.585997
Bodhani, A. (2012). Shops offer the e-tail experience. Eng. Technol. 7: 46–49.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1049/et.2012.0512
Brem, A., Voigt, K. (2009). Integration of market pull and technology push in the
corporate front end and innovation management-Insights from the German software
industry. Technovation 29: 351–367.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.technovation.2008.06.003
Brown, D., Bird, N. (2007). Convergence between Certification and Verification in the
drive to Legality Assurance: Assessing the Pros and Cons. VERIFOR Briefing Paper
February 2007(6). http://www.odi.org.uk/resources/docs/96.pdf. [Cited 9 Nov 2012].
Brun, I., Rajaobelina, L., Line, R. (2014). Online relationship quality: Scale development
and initial testing. Int. J. Bank Mark. 32: 5–27.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/IJBM-02-2013-0022
52
Brucks, M., Zeithaml, V.A., Naylor, G. (2000). Price and brand name as indicators of
quality dimensions for consumer durables. J. Acad. Mark. Sci. 28: 359–374.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0092070300283005
Brynjolfsson, E., Hu, Y.J., Simester, D. (2011). Goodbye Pareto principle, hello long tail:
The effect of search costs on the concentration of product sales. Manage Sci 57: 1373–
1386. http://dx.doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.1110.1371
Bumgardner, M.S., Bush, R.J., West, C.D. (2001). Product development in large furniture
companies: a descriptive model with implications for character-marked products.
Wood Fiber Sci. 33: 302–313.
Cai, Z., Aguilar, F.X. (2013a). Meta-analysis of consumer's willingness-to-pay premiums
for certified wood products. J. For. Econ. 19: 15–31.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfe.2012.06.007
Cai, Z., Aguilar, F.X. (2013b). Consumer stated purchasing preferences and corporate
social responsibility in the wood products industry: A conjoint analysis in the U.S. and
China. Ecol. Econ. 95: 118–127. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2013.08.017
Callado-Mu-oz, F.J., Utrero-González, N. (2011). Does It Pay to Be Socially Responsible?
Evidence from Spain's Retail Banking Sector. Eur. Financ. Manage. 17: 755–787.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-036X.2009.00518.x
Cardoso, P.R., Pinto, S.C. (2010). Hedonic and utilitarian shopping motivations among
Portuguese young adult consumers. Int. J. Retail Disrtib. Manage. 38: 538–558.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09590551011052124
Carlsson, F., Johansson-Stenman. O. (2012). Behavioral economics and environmental
policy. Annual Review of Resource Economics 4: 75–99.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-resource-110811-114547
Chen, C.S. (2013). Perceived risk, usage frequency of mobile banking services. Managing
Serv. Qual. 23: 410–436. http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/MSQ-10-2012-0137
Chen, J., Dibb, S. (2010). Consumer trust in the online retail context: Exploring the
antecedents and consequences. Psychol. Mark. 27: 323–346.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/mar.20334
Chen, K., Kou, G., Shang, J., Chen, Y. (2015). Visualizing market structure through
online product reviews: Integrate topic modeling, TOPSIS, and multi-dimensional
scaling approaches. Elect. Commer. Res. Appl. 14: 58–74.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.elerap.2014.11.004
53
Chen, P.-., Hu, H.-. (2010). How determinant attributes of service quality influence
customer-perceived value: An empirical investigation of the Australian coffee outlet
industry. Int. J. Contemp. Hosp. Manage. 22: 535–551.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09596111011042730
Chen, W., Scott, S. (2014). Shoppers' perceived embeddedness and its impact on
purchasing behavior at an organic farmers' market. Appetite 83: 57–62.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.appet.2014.08.010
Childers, T.L., Carr, C.L., Peck, J., Carson, S. (2001). Hedonic and utilitarian motivations
for online retail shopping behavior. J. Retail. 77: 511–535.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0022-4359(01)00056-2
Chiu, S.-., Chou, H.-., Chiu, C. (2013). The antecedents of buyers' perceived justice in
online markets. Cyberpsychol. Behav. Soc. Networking 16: 536–542.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/cyber.2012.0539
Choi, S., Ng, A., Park, S. (2011). Purchase decision: Sustainability of mountain pine
beetle wood concrete products. For. Prod. J. 61: 333–339.
http://dx.doi.org/10.13073/0015-7473-61.4.333
Clarkson, M.B.E. (1995). A Stakeholder Framework for Analyzing and Evaluating
Corporate Social Performance. Academy of Management Review 20: 92–117.
Cohen, B., Kietzmann, J. (2014). Ride On! Mobility Business Models for the Sharing
Economy. Organ. Environ. 27: 279–296. http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1086026614546199
Corniani, M. (2008). Push and Pull Policy in Market-Driven Management. Emerging
Issues in Management 1: 45–64. http://dx.doi.org/10.4468/2008.1.05corniani
Cushman, F. A., Young, L., Greene, J.D. (2010). Multi-system moral psychology. In: The
Oxford handbook of moral psychology. Doris, J.M., Group, T.M.P.R. (ed.) pp. 47–71.
Oxford University Press, New York.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199582143.003.0003
Crespell, P., Knowles, C., Hansen, E. (2006). Innovation in the North American
sawmilling industry. Forest Sci. 52: 568–578.
D'Amato, D., Li, N., Rekola, M., Toppinen, A., Lu, F. (2015). Linking forest ecosystem
services to corporate sustainability disclosure: a conceptual analysis. Ecosystem
Services 14(1): 170–178. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2014.11.017
54
Da Silva, R.V., Alwi, S.F.S. (2006). Cognitive, affective attributes and conative,
behavioural responses in retail corporate branding. J. Prod. Brand Manage. 15: 293–
305. http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/10610420610685703
Das, G.G., Alavalapati, J.R.R. (2003). Trade-mediated biotechnology transfer and its
effective absorption: An application to the U.S. forestry sector. Technol. Forecast. Soc.
Change 70: 545–562. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0040-1625(02)00199-3
Dasmohapatra, S. (2009). Future marketing drivers for the forest products industry.
BioResour. 4: 1263–1266.
Davis, L., Hodges, N. (2012). Consumer shopping value: An investigation of shopping trip
value, in-store shopping value and retail format. J. Retail. Consum. Serv. 19: 229–239.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jretconser.2012.01.004
Day, G.S., Schoemaker, P.J.H. (2006). Peripheral Vision: Detecting the Weak Signals
That Will Make or Break Your Company. Harvard Business School Press.
Dean, J.W., Bowen, D.E. (1994). Management Theory and Total Quality: Improving
Research and Practice through Theory Development. Acad. Manag. Rev. 19: 392–418.
den Hond, F., Stolwijk, S., Merk, J. (2014). A strategic-interaction analysis of an urgent
appeal system and its outcomes for garment workers. Mobilization: an international
journal 19(1): 83–112.
Deuze, M. (2006). Participation, remediation, bricolage: Considering principal
components of a digital culture. Inf. Soc. 22: 63–75.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01972240600567170
Dhar, R., Wertenbroch, K. (2000). Consumer choice between hedonic and utilitarian
goods. J. Mark. Res. 37: 60–71. http://dx.doi.org/10.1509/jmkr.37.1.60.18718
DiMaggio, P.J., Powell, W.W. (1983). The Iron Cage Revisited: Institutional Isomorphism
and Collective Rationality in Organizational Fields. American Sociological Review
48(2): 147–160. http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2095101
Divisekera, S. (2010). Economics of tourist's consumption behaviour: Some evidence
from Australia. Tour. Manage. 31: 629–636.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2009.07.001
Doherty, N.F., Ellis-Chadwick, F. (2010). Internet retailing: The past, the present and the
future. Int. J. Retail Disrtib. Manage. 38: 943–965.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09590551011086000
55
Donovan, R.J., Rossiter, J.R., Marcoolyn, G., Nesdale, A. (1994). Store atmosphere and
purchasing behavior. J. Retail. 70: 283–294.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-4359(94)90037-X
Duhigg, C. (2012). The power of habit: Why we do what we do in life and business. New
York: Random House.
EFI., The University of Padua., Indufor. (2011). Support study for development of the
non-legislative acts provided for in the Regulation of the European Parliament and of
the Council laying down the obligations of operators who place timber and timber
products on the market. Final report.
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/forests/pdf/EUTR-Final_Report.pdf. [Cited 21 Mar
2013].
European Commission. (2001) 'Green Paper "Promoting a European framework for
Corporate Social Responsibility"', http://www.csr-in-
commerce.eu/data/files/resources/717/com_2001_0366_en.pdf. [Cited 8 Aug 2014].
European Commission., 2010. Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council
laying down the obligations of operators who place timber and timber products on the
market (EU No 995/2010).
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/forests/timber_regulation.htm. [Cited 21 Mar 2013].
FAO. (2014). A Glossary of Terms commonly used in Futures Studies. Produced by the
Forward Thinking Platform and supported by The Global Forum on Agricultural
Research (GFAR). Rome, Italy.
Flint, E., Cummins, S., Matthews, S. (2013). Do perceptions of the neighbourhood food
environment predict fruit and vegetable intake in low-income neighbourhoods? Health
Place 24: 11–15. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.healthplace.2013.07.005
Forsyth, K., Haley, D., Kozak, R. (1999). Will consumers pay more for certified wood
products? J. For. 97: 18–22.
Freeman, R. (1984). Strategic Management: A Stakeholder Approach. Pitman. Marshfield,
Massachusetts.
Frohlich, M.T., Westbrook, R. (2001). Arcs of integration: An international study of
supply chain strategies. J. Oper. Manag. 19: 185–200.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0272-6963(00)00055-3
Gehrt, K.C., Rajan, M.N., Shainesh, G., Czerwinski, D., O'Brien, M. (2012). Emergence
of online shopping in India: Shopping orientation segments. Int. J. Retail Disrtib.
Manage. 40: 742–758. http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09590551211263164
56
Ghose, A., Ipeirotis, P.G., Li, B. (2012). Designing ranking systems for hotels on travel
search engines by mining user-generated and crowdsourced content. Mark. Sci. 31:
493–520. http://dx.doi.org/10.1287/mksc.1110.0700
Giesler, M. (2012). How doppelgänger brand images influence the market creation
process: Longitudinal insights from the rise of botox cosmetic. J. Mark. 76: 55–68.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1509/jm.10.0406
Gleim M.R., Smith J.S., Andrews D., Cronin J.J. (2013). Against the Green: A Multi-
method Examination of the Barriers to Green Consumption. Journal of Retailing 89:
44–61. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jretai.2012.10.001
Green T., Peloza J. (2011). How does corporate social responsibility create value for
consumers? Journal of Consumer Marketing. 28: 48–56.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/07363761111101949
Gretzel, U., Werthner, H., Koo, C., Lamsfus, C. (2015). Conceptual foundations for
understanding smart tourism ecosystems. Comput. Hum. Behav. 50: 558–563.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2015.03.043
GRI. (2011). Global Reporting Initiative. Sustainability Reporting Guidelines.
https://www.globalreporting.org/resourcelibrary/G3.1-Guidelines-Incl-Technical-
Protocol.pdf. [Cited 8 Aug 2014].
Grönroos, J., Bowyer, J. (1999). Assessment of the market potential for environmentally
certified wood products in new homes in Minneapolis/St. Paul and Chicago. Forest
Prod. J. 49: 28–34.
Grönroos, C. (2000). Service Management and Marketing: A Customer Relationship
Management Approach. Wiley, Chichester.
Gulbrandsen, L.H. (2005). Sustainable forestry in Sweden: The effect of competition
among private certification schemes. J. Environ. Dev. 14: 338–355.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1070496505280061
Gulbrandsen, L.H. (2006). Creating markets for eco-labelling: are consumers
insignificant? International Journal of Consumer Studies 30(5): 477–489.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1470-6431.2006.00534.x
Habermas, J. (1999). From Kant to Hegel and back again - The move towards
detranscendentalization. Eur. J. Philos. 7: 129–157.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1468-0378.00077
57
Ha-Brookshire, J.E., Hodges, N.N. (2009). Socially responsible consumer behavior?:
Exploring used clothing donation behavior. Cloth. Text. Res. J. 27: 179–196.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0887302X08327199
Hansen, E., Juslin, H. (2011). Strategic marketing in the global forest industries. 2nd ed.
Oregon: Corvallis: 327 pp.
Hansen, E.N., Nybakk, E., Bull, L., Crespell, P., Jélvez, A., Knowles, C. (2011). A
multinational investigation of softwood sawmilling innovativeness. Scand J For Res.
26: 278–287. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02827581.2011.553198
Harris, L.C., Goode, M.M.H. (2004). The four levels of loyalty and the pivotal role of
trust: A study of online service dynamics. J. Retail. 80: 139–158.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jretai.2004.04.002
Heikkilä, M., Kuivaniemi, L. (2012). Ecosystem Under Construction: An Action Research
Study on Entrepreneurship in a Business Ecosystem. Technology Innovation
Management Review. 18–24.
Heikkurinen, P., Bonnedahl, K.J. (2013). Corporate responsibility for sustainable
development: a review and conceptual comparison of market- and stakeholder-
oriented strategies. J. Clean. Prod. 43: 191–198.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2012.12.021
Hofstede, G. (2001). Culture's Consequences: Comparing Values, Behaviors, Institutions
and Organizations Across Nations. 2nd Edition. Sage Publications, Thousand Oaks,
California.
Holbrook M.B., Hirschman E.C. (1982). The experiential aspects of consumptions:
consumer fantasies, feelings and fun. Journal of Consumer Research 9: 132–40.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/208906
Holopainen, J. 2012. Market Creation for Certified Forest Products - Literature Review.
Scandinavian Forest Economics 44.
Hong, Y., Pavlou, P.A. (2014). Product fit uncertainty in online markets: Nature, effects,
and antecedents. Inf. Syst. Res. 25: 328–344. http://dx.doi.org/10.1287/isre.2014.0520
Hsiao, S.-., Chiu, F.-., Lu, S.-. (2010). Product-form design model based on genetic
algorithms. Int. J. Ind. Ergon. 40: 237–246.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ergon.2010.01.009
58
Humphreys, A. (2010a). Semiotic structure and the legitimation of consumption practices:
The case of casino gambling. J. Consum. Res. 37: 490–510.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/652464
Humphreys, A. (2010b). Megamarketing:the creation of markets as a social process. J.
Mark. 74: 1–19. http://dx.doi.org/10.1509/jmkg.74.2.1
Iansiti, M., Levien, R. (2004). The Keystone Advantage: What the New Dynamics of
Business Ecosystems Mean for Strategy, Innovation, and Sustainability. Harvard
Business Press.
Idealab. 2015. The Single Biggest Reason Why Startups Succeed. Tech.co.
http://tech.co/bill-gross-ted-2015-06. [Cited 10 Feb 2016].
Jackson, T. (2005). Motivating sustainable consumption. A review of evidence on
consumer behaviour and behavioural change. A report to the Sustainable Development
Research Network. Surrey, UK: Center for Environmental Strategies.
Jamali, D., Safieddine, A.M., Rabbath, M. (2008). Corporate governance and corporate
social responsibility synergies and interrelationships. Corp. Gov. 16: 443–459.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8683.2008.00702.x
Javalgi, R.G., Todd, P.R., Scherer, R.F. (2005). The dynamics of global e-commerce: An
organizational ecology perspective. Int. Mark. Rev. 22: 420–435.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/02651330510608442
Johansson, J. (2014). Why do forest companies change their CSR strategies? Responses to
market demands and public regulation through dual-certification. J. Environ. Plann.
Manage. 57: 349–368. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09640568.2012.743882
Jun, S. (2012). A comparative study of hype cycles among actors within the socio-
technical system: With a focus on the case study of hybrid cars. Technol. Forecast.
Soc. Change 79: 1413–1430. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2012.04.019
Kahneman, D. (2011). Thinking, fast and slow. New York: Farrar, Straus and Giroux.
Kang, J.-.M. (2014). Repurchase loyalty for customer social co-creation e-marketplaces.
J. Fash. Mark. Manage. 18: 452–464. http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/JFMM-06-2013-0083
Kantsperger, R., Kunz, W.H. (2010). Consumer trust in service companies: A multiple
mediating analysis. Managing Serv. Qual. 20: 4–25.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09604521011011603
59
Karvanen, J., Rantanen, A., Luoma, L., (2014). Survey data and Bayesian analysis: a cost-
efficient way to estimate customer equity. Quantitative Marketing and Economics
12(3): 305–329. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11129-014-9148-4
Kauppinen-Räisänen, H., Finne, Å., Gummerus, J., Helkkula, A., von Koskull, C.,
Kowalkowski, C., Rindell, A. (2014). Am I worth it? Gifting myself with luxury. J.
Fash. Mark. Manage. 18: 112–132. http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/JFMM-04-2013-0062
Kilain J., Sarrazin H., Yeon H. (2015). Building a design-driven culture. McKinsey
Digital September 2015. http://www.mckinsey.com/business-functions/marketing-
and-sales/our-insights/building-a-design-driven-culture. [Cited 8 Mar 2016].
Kim, J., Ha, S., Fong, C. (2014). Retailers' CSR: The effects of legitimacy and social
capital. Int. J. Retail Disrtib. Manage. 42: 131–150.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/IJRDM-10-2012-0092
Kim, S., Martinez, B. (2013). Fashion consumer groups and online shopping at private
sale sites. Int. J. Consum. Stud. 37: 367–372.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1470-6431.2012.01102.x
Klein, L.R., Ford, G.T. (2003). Consumer search for information in the digital age: An
empirical study of prepurchase search for automobiles. J. Interact. Mark. 17: 29–49.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/dir.10058
Koos, S. (2011). Varieties of Environmental Labelling, Market Structures, and
Sustainable Consumption Across Europe: A Comparative Analysis of Organizational
and Market Supply Determinants of Environmental-Labelled Goods. J. Consum.
Policy 34: 127–151. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10603-010-9153-2
Korpela, U., Kuusiholma, O., Taipale, J., Hallikas, A. (2013). Framework for Exploring
Digital Business Ecosystems. 46th. Hawaii International Conference on System
Sciences 2013. http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/hicss.2013.37
Koschmann, M.A., Kuhn, T.R., Pfarrer, M.D. (2012). A communicative framework of
value in cross-sector partnerships. Acad. Manage. Rev. 37: 332–354.
http://dx.doi.org/10.5465/amr.2010.0314
Kozak, R.A., Cohen, D.H., Lerner, J., Bull, G.Q. (2004). Western Canadian consumer
attitudes towards certified value-added wood products: An exploratory assessment.
For. Prod. J. 54: 21–24.
Kujala J., Penttilä K., Tuominen P. (2011). Creating a Conceptual Model for Building
Responsible Brands. Electronic Journal of Business Ethics and Organization Studies
16: 6–12.
60
Kurucz, E., Colbert, B., Wheeler, D. (2008). The business case for corporate social
responsibility. In: Crane, A., McWilliams, A., Moon, J., Siegel, D. (ed.) The Oxford
handbook of corporate social responsibility. Oxford University Press, Oxford.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/oxfordhb/9780199211593.003.0004
Lang, M., Stanton, J., Qu, Y. (2014). Consumers' evolving definition and expectations for
local foods. Br. Food J. 116: 1808–1820.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/BFJ-03-2014-0117
Leavengood, S. (2011). Identifying best quality management practices for achieving
quality and innovation performance in the forest products industry, engineering &
technology management. Portland (OR): Portland State University.
Lee, H.-., Kumar, A., Kim, Y. (2010). Indian consumers' brand equity toward a US and
local apparel brand. J. Fash. Mark. Manage. 14: 469–485.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/13612021011061898
Lee, L.S., Fiedler, K.D., Smith, J.S. (2008). Radio frequency identification (RFID)
implementation in the service sector: A customer-facing diffusion model. Int J Prod
Econ 112: 587–600. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpe.2007.05.008
Leire, C., Thidell, A., (2005). Product-related environmental information to guide
consumer purchases - a review and analysis of research on perceptions, understanding
and use among Nordic consumers. Journal of Cleaner Production 13(10/11): 1061–
1070. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2004.12.004
Li, X., Hitt, L.M. (2010). Price effects in online product reviews: An analytical model and
empirical analysis. MIS Quart Manage Inf Syst 34: 809–831.
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.1282303
Lindenberg, S. (2001). Social rationality versus rational egoism. In: Handbook of
Sociological theory. Turner, J. (ed.) Kluwer Academic/Plenum, New York.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/0-387-36274-6_29
López, I., Ruiz, S. (2011). Explaining website effectiveness: The hedonic-utilitarian dual
mediation hypothesis. Elect. Commer. Res. Appl. 10: 49–58.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.elerap.2010.04.003
Lounsbury, M., Crumley, E.T. (2007). New practice creation: An institutional perspective
on innovation. Organization Studies. 28: 993–1012.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0170840607078111
Louviere, J.J. (1992). Experimental choice analysis: introduction and overview. Journal of
Business Research. 24(2): 89–96. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0148-2963(92)90054-F
61
Louviere, J.J., Flynn, T.N., Carson, R.T. (2010). Discrete choice experiments are not
conjoint analysis. J. Choice Model. 3: 57–72.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1755-5345(13)70014-9
Lu, L.-., Chang, H.-., Yu, S. (2013). Online shoppers' perceptions of e-retailers' ethics,
cultural orientation, and loyalty: An exploratory study in Taiwan. Internet Res. 23: 47–
68. http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/10662241311295773
Lukkari, P., Parvinen, P. (2008). Pharmaceutical marketing through the customer
portfolio: Institutional influence and adaptation. Ind. Mark. Manage. 37: 965–976.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.indmarman.2007.08.003
Macias, N., Knowles, C. (2011). Examining the effect of environmental certification,
wood source, and price on architects' preferences of hardwood flooring. Silva Fenn.
45: 97–109. http://dx.doi.org/10.14214/sf.34
Manetti, G. (2011). The Quality of Stakeholder Engagement in Sustainability Reporting:
Empirical Evidence and Critical Points. Corporate Social Responsibility and
Environmental Management 18: 110–122. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/csr.255
Maniatis, P. (2015). Investigating factors influencing consumer decision-making while
choosing green products. J. Clean. Prod.
Matilainen, A. (2013). Forest companies, corporate social responsibility, and company
stakeholders in the Russian forest sector. Forest Policy and Economics 31: 44–9.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2011.12.006
Matten, D., Moon, J. (2008). "Implicit" and "explicit" CSR: A conceptual framework for a
comparative understanding of corporate social responsibility. Acad. Manage. Rev. 33:
404–424. http://dx.doi.org/10.5465/AMR.2008.31193458
Matthies, B. D., D'Amato, D., Berghäll, S., Ekholm, T., Hoen, H. F., Holopainen, J.,
Korhonen, J., Lähtinen, K., Mattila, O., Toppinen, A., Valsta, L., Wang, L.,
Yousefpour, R. (2016). An ecosystem service-dominant logic? - integrating the
ecosystem service approach and the service-dominant logic. Journal of Cleaner
Production. 124: 51–64. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.02.109
Mattila, O. (2015). Towards service-dominant thinking in the Finnish forestry service
market. Dissertationes Forestales 198. 61 p. http://dx.doi.org/10.14214/df.198
McNichol, J.H. (2002). Contesting Governance in the Global Marketplace: A Sociological
Assessment of Business- NGO Partnerships to Build Markets for Certified Wood. PhD
Dissertation, Department of Sociology Berkeley, University of California.
62
Megicks, P., Memery, J., Angell, R.J. (2012). Understanding local food shopping:
Unpacking the ethical dimension. J. Mark. Manage. 28: 264–289.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/0267257X.2012.658838
Mehta, R., Sharma, N.K., Swami, S. (2014). A typology of Indian hypermarket shoppers
based on shopping motivation. Int. J. Retail Disrtib. Manage. 42: 40–55.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/IJRDM-06-2012-0056
Moore, J.F. (1993). Predators and prey: a new ecology of competition. Harvard Business
Review 3: 75–86.
Morales-Nin, B., Cardona-Pons, F., Grau, A.M., García, E., Alvarez, I., Pérez-Mayol, S.
(2013). Does angling activity influence consumer choices of fresh fish? Br. Food J.
115: 1054–1066. http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/BFJ-04-2011-0096
Mueller, S., Lockshin, L., Louviere, J.J. (2010). What you see may not be what you get:
Asking consumers what matters may not reflect what they choose. Mark. Lett. 21:
335–350. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11002-009-9098-x
Nasir, V.A., Karakaya, F. (2014). Underlying Motivations of Organic Food Purchase
Intentions. Agribusiness 30: 290–308. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/agr.21363
Nguyen, B., Klaus, P.T. (2013). Retail fairness: Exploring consumer perceptions of
fairness towards retailers' marketing tactics. J. Retail. Consum. Serv. 20: 311–324.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jretconser.2013.02.001
Nidumolu, R., Prahalad, C.K., Rangaswami, M.R. (2009). Why sustainability is now the
key driver of innovation. Harvard business review 87(9): 56–64.
Nikitin, S., Terziyan, V., Lappalainen, M. (2010). Sofia: Agent scenario for forest
industry - Tailoring ubiware platform towards industrial agent-driven solutions. ICEIS
- Proc. Int. Conf. Enterp. Inf. Syst. 1 DISI: 15–22.
Näyhä, A., Pelli, P., Hetemäki, L. (2015). Services in the forest-based sector – unexplored
futures. Foresight 17(4): 378–398. http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/FS-08-2013-0034
O'Brien, K.A., Teisl, M.F. (2004). Eco-information and its effect on consumer values for
environmentally certified forest products. J. For. Econ. 10: 75–96.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfe.2004.05.001
Oliver, R.L. (1999). Whence consumer loyalty? J. Mark. 63: 33–44.
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1252099
63
O'Rourke, D., Ringer, A. (2015). The Impact of Sustainability Information on Consumer
Decision Making. J. Ind. Ecol. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jiec.12310.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jiec.12310
Overdevest, C. (2010). Comparing forest certification schemes: the case of ratcheting
standards in the forest sector. Socio-Economic Review 8: 47–76.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ser/mwp028
Ozanne, L.K., Vlosky, R.P. (1997). Willingness to pay for environmentally certified wood
products: the consumer perspective. Forest Prod. J. 47: 39–48.
Ozanne, L.K., Smith, P.M. (1998). Segmenting the market for environmentally certified
wood products. Forest Science 44: 379–389.
Ozanne, L.K., Vlosky, R.P. (2003). Certification from the U.S. consumer perspective: a
comparison from 1995 and 2000. Forest Prod. J. 53: 13–21.
Panwar, R., Rinne, T., Hansen, E., Juslin, H. (2006). Corporate responsibility. For. Prod. J.
56: 4–12.
Paswan, A., Pineda, M.D.L.D.S., Ramirez, F.C.S. (2010). Small versus large retail stores
in an emerging market-Mexico. J. Bus. Res. 63: 667–672.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2009.02.020
Peloza, J., Shang, J. (2011). How can corporate social responsibility activities create value
for stakeholders? A systematic review. Journal of the Academy of Marketing Science
39: 117–135. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11747-010-0213-6
Penz, E., Hogg, M.K. (2011). The role of mixed emotions in consumer behaviour:
Investigating ambivalence in consumers' experiences of approach-avoidance conflicts
in online and offline settings. Eur. J. Mark. 45: 104–132.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/03090561111095612
Pioch, E., Gerhard, U., Fernie, J., Arnold, S.J. (2009). Consumer acceptance and market
success: Wal-Mart in the UK and Germany. Int. J. Retail Disrtib. Manage. 37: 205–
225. http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09590550910941490
Plewa, C., Conduit, J., Quester, P.G., Johnson, C. (2014). The Impact of Corporate
Volunteering on CSR Image: A Consumer Perspective. J. Bus. Ethics: 1–17.
Pollach, I. (2011). The readership of corporate websites: A cross-cultural study. J. Bus.
Commun. 48: 27–53. http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0021943610385657
64
Pookulangara, S., Koesler, K. (2011). Cultural influence on consumers' usage of social
networks and its' impact on online purchase intentions. J. Retail. Consum. Serv. 18:
348–354. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jretconser.2011.03.003
Rametsteiner, E., Schwarzbauer, P., Juslin, H., Karna, J., Cooper, R., Samuel, J., Becker,
M., Kuhn, T. (1998). Potential markets for certified forest products in Europe.
European Forest Institute. Joensuu, Finland. http://www.gtz.de/de/dokumente/en-d14-
potential-markets-certified-forest-products-europe.pdf. [Cited 23 Aug 2012].
Robert, K.H., Schmidt-Bleek, B., de Larderel, J.A., Basile, G., Jansen, J.L., Kuehr, R.,
Thomas, P.P., Suzuki, M., Hawken, P., Wackernagel, M. (2002). Strategic sustainable
development - selection, design and synergies of applied tools. J. Clean. Prod. 10:
197–214. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0959-6526(01)00061-0
Roe, B., Teisl, M.F., Levy, A., Russell, M. (2001). US consumers' willingness to pay for
green electricity. Energy Policy 29: 917–925.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0301-4215(01)00006-4
Rook, D.W., Fisher, R.J., (1995). Normative Influences on Impulsive Buying Behavior.
Journal of Consumer Research 22(3): 305–313. http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/209452
Roos, A., Hugosson, M. (2008). Consumer preferences for wooden and laminate flooring.
Wood Mater. Sci. Eng. 3: 29–37. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/17480270802573586
Roos, A., Nyrud, A.Q. (2008). Preferences for pressure-treated wooden deck materials.
Wood Fiber Sci. 40: 436–447.
Räty, T., Toppinen, A., Roos, A., Nyrud, A., Riala, M. (2016). Environmental policy in
the Nordic wood product industry: insights into firms' strategies and communication.
Business Strategy and the Environment 25(1): 10–27.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/bse.1853
Saarijärvi, H., Kuusela, H., Rintamäki, T. (2013). Facilitating customers' post-purchase
food retail experiences. Br. Food J. 115: 653–665.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/00070701311331562
Sakagami, M., Okuda, T., Lim, H.F. (2014). Estimating potential preferences for wood
products sourced from forests that are managed using sustainable forest management
schemes. Int. For. Rev. 16: 301–309. http://dx.doi.org/10.1505/146554814812572494
Sanchez-Fernandez, R., Iniesta-Bonillo, Á.M. (2007). The concept of perceived value: a
systematic review of the research. Marketing Theory 7(4): 427–451.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1470593107083165
65
Scaraboto, D., Fischer, E. (2013). Frustrated fatshionistas: An institutional theory
perspective on consumer quests for greater choice in mainstream markets. J. Consum.
Res. 39: 1234–1257. http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/668298
Schepers, D.H. (2010). Challenges to Legitimacy at the Forest Stewardship Council.
Journal of Business Ethics 92: 279–290. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10551-009-0154-5
Schoemaker, P.J.H. (1982), "The expected utility model: its variants, purposes, evidence
and limitations", Journal of Economic Literature 20(2): 529–563.
Schwartz, S.H. (1977). Normative influences on altruism. Advances in Experimental
Social Psychology 10: 221–279. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(08)60358-5
Scott, W. R. (2008). Institutions and organizations: Ideas and interest. 3rd ed. Sage.
Thousand Oaks, California.
Shainesh, G. (2012). Effects of trustworthiness and trust on loyalty intentions: Validating
a parsimonious model in banking. Int. J. Bank Mark. 30: 267–279.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/02652321211236905
Shiv, B., Fedorikhin, A. (1999). Heart and mind in conflict: The interplay of affect and
cognition in consumer decision making. J. Consum. Res. 26: 278–292.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/209563
Shoji, Y., Nakao, N., Ueda, Y., Kakizawa, H., Hirai, T. (2014). Preferences for certified
forest products in Japan: A case study on interior materials. For. Policy Econ. 43: 1–9.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2014.03.001
Siqueira, A.C.O., Priem, R.L., Parente, R.C. (2015). Demand-side Perspectives in
International Business: Themes and Future Directions. J. Int. Manage. 21: 261–266.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.intman.2015.07.002
Smith, R.E., Vogt, C.A. (1995). The Effects of Integrating Advertising and Negative
Word-of-Mouth Communications on Message Processing and Response. J. Consum.
Psychol. 4: 133–151. http://dx.doi.org/10.1207/s15327663jcp0402_03
Stanton, J.L., Wiley, J.B., Wirth, F.F. (2012). Who are the locavores? J. Consum. Mark.
29: 248–261. http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/07363761211237326
Stendahl, M., Roos, A., Hugosson, M. (2007). Product development in the Swedish and
Finnish sawmilling industry—a qualitative study of managerial perceptions. J Forest
Prod Bus Res. 4: 1–25.
66
Stern, P.C. (1999). Information, incentives, and proenvironmental consumer behavior.
Journal of Consumer Policy 22(4): 461–478.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1006211709570
Stone I.J., Benjamin, J.G., Leahy, J.E. (2011). Innovation impacts on biomass supply in
Maine's logging industry. Forest Prod J. 61: 579–585.
http://dx.doi.org/10.13073/0015-7473-61.7.579
Sydänmaanlakka, P. (2011). Continuous Renewal. Leading Creativity and Innovativeness.
Pertec Consulting.
Sweeney, J.C., Soutar, G.N. (2001). Consumer perceived value: The development of a
multiple item scale. J. Retail. 77: 203–220.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0022-4359(01)00041-0
te Velde, D.W., Rushton, J., Schreckenberg, K., Marshall, E., Edouard, F., Newton, A.,
Arancibia, E. (2006). Entrepreneurship in value chains of non-timber forest products.
For. Policy Econ. 8: 725–741. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2005.06.010
Teisl, M.F., Peavey, S., Newman, F., Buono, J., Hermann, M. (2002). Consumer reactions
to environmental labels for forest products: a preliminary look. Forest Prod. J. 52(1):
44–50.
Thompson, D.W., Anderson, R.C., Hansen, E.N., Kahle, L.R. (2010). Green segmentation
and environmental certification: Insights from forest products. Bus. Strategy Environ.
19: 319–334.
Toppinen A., Toivonen R., Valkeapää A., Rämö A.K. (2013). Consumer perceptions of
environmental and social sustainability of wood products in the Finnish market.
Scandinavian Journal of Forest Research 28: 775–783.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02827581.2013.824021
Toppinen, A., Cubbage, F., Moore, S. (2014). Economics of forest certification and
corporate social responsibility. In: Handbook of Forest Resource Economics. Kant, S.,
Alavapati, J. (ed.) London: Routledge. http://dx.doi.org/10.4324/9780203105290.ch29
Toppinen, A., Lähtinen, K., Holopainen, J. (2015). On corporate responsibility. In:
Forests, business and sustainability. Panwar, R., Hansen, E., Kozak, R. (ed.) New
York: Routledge.
Trishkin, M., Lopatin, E., Karjalainen, T. (2015). Exploratory assessment of a company's
due diligence system against the EU timber regulation: A case study from
Northwestern Russia. Forests 6(4): 1380–1396. http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/f6041380
67
Tumbas, S., Schmiedel, T., Vom Brocke, J. (2015). Characterizing multiple institutional
logics for innovation with digital technologies. Proc. Annu. Hawaii Int. Conf. Syst.
Sci. 2015-March: 4151–4160. http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/hicss.2015.498
UNECE, 2013. Forest products annual market review 2012-13. Geneva timber and forest
study paper 33. Geneva. 115 p.
Valente, C., Spinelli, R., Hillring, B.G. (2011). LCA of environmental and socio-
economic impacts related to wood energy production in alpine conditions: Valle di
Fiemme (Italy). J. Clean. Prod. 19: 1931–1938.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2011.06.026
van Kempen, R., Muradian, R., Sandóval, C., Casta-eda, J.P. (2009). Too poor to be green
consumers? A field experiment on revealed preferences for firewood in rural
Guatemala. Ecological Economics 68(7): 2160–2167.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2009.02.014
Vargo, S.L., Lusch, R.F. (2004). Evolving to a New Dominant Logic for Marketing. J.
Mark. 68: 1–17. http://dx.doi.org/10.1509/jmkg.68.1.1.24036
Vargo, S.L., Lusch, R.F. (2010), From Repeat Patronage to Value Co-creation in Service
Ecosystems: A Transcending Conceptualization of Relationship. Journal of Business
Market Management 4: 169–179. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12087-010-0046-0
Vargo, S.L., Wieland, H., Akaka, M.A. (2015). Innovation through institutionalization: A
service ecosystems perspective. Industrial Marketing Management 44: 63–72.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.indmarman.2014.10.008
Veisten, K., Gill, E., Solberg, B. (2008). Identifying the market segments for eco-labelled
wood. Int. J. Green Econ. 2: 190–209. http://dx.doi.org/10.1504/IJGE.2008.019999
Veisten, K. (2007). Willingness to pay for eco-labelled wood furniture: Choice-based
conjoint analysis versus open-ended contingent valuation. J. For. Econ. 13: 29–48.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfe.2006.10.002
Veisten, K. (2002). Potential demand for certified wood products in the United Kingdom
and Norway. For. Sci. 48: 767–778.
Verganti, R. (2008). Design, meanings, and radical innovation: A metamodel and a
research agenda. J. Prod. Innovation Manage. 25: 436–456.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-5885.2008.00313.x
68
Verlegh, P.W.J., Steenkamp, J.-.E.M. (1999). A review and meta-analysis of country-of-
origin research. J. Econ. Psychol. 20: 521–546.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0167-4870(99)00023-9
Vlosky, R.P., Ozanne, L.K., Fontenot, R.J. (1999). A conceptual model of US consumer
willingness-to-pay for environmentally certified wood products. J. Consum. Mark. 16:
122–136.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/07363769910260498
Voss, K.E., Spangenberg, E.R., Grohmann, B. (2003). Measuring the hedonic and
utilitarian dimensions of consumer attitude. J. Mark. Res. 40: 310–320.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1509/jmkr.40.3.310.19238
Wan, M., Toppinen, A. (2016). Effect of perceived product quality and lifestyle of health
and sustainability on consumer choice of price range for children's furniture in China.
Journal of Forest Economics. 22(1): 52–67.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfe.2015.12.004
Wang, E.S.-., Tsai, B. (2014). Consumer response to retail performance of organic food
retailers. Br. Food J. 116: 212–227.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/BFJ-05-2012-0123
Wang, L., Toppinen, A., Juslin, H. (2014). The use of wood in green building: A study of
expert perspectives from the UK. Journal of Cleaner Production 65: 350–360.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2013.08.023
Wang, Y.J., Doss, S.K., Guo, C., Li, W. (2010). An investigation of Chinese consumers'
outshopping motives from a culture perspective: Implications for retail and
distribution. Int. J. Retail Disrtib. Manage. 38: 423–442.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09590551011045375
Watchravesringkan, K., Hodges, N.N., Kim, Y. (2010). Exploring consumers' adoption of
highly technological fashion products: The role of extrinsic and intrinsic motivational
factors. J. Fash. Mark. Manage. 14: 263–281.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/13612021011046101
Waterlander, W.E., Steenhuis, I.H.M., de Boer, M.R., Schuit, A.J., Seidell, J.C. (2013).
Effects of different discount levels on healthy products coupled with a healthy choice
label, special offer label or both: Results from a web-based supermarket experiment.
Int. J. Behav. Nutr. Phys. Act. 10. http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-10-59
Watson, C., McCarthy, J., Rowley, J. (2013). Consumer attitudes towards mobile
marketing in the smart phone era. Int. J. Inf. Manage. 33: 840–849.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijinfomgt.2013.06.004
69
Weijers, D. (1995). Hedonism. In: The Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy. (ed.) Fieser,
J., Bradley Dowden, B. http://www.iep.utm.edu/, 26.7.2015 [Cited 10 Feb 2016].
Wells, J.C.K. (2013). Obesity as malnutrition: the dimensions beyond energy balance. Eur.
J. Clin. Nutr. 67: 507–512. http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ejcn.2013.31
Zmud, R.W. (1984). Design alternatives for organizing information systems activities.
MIS Quart Manage Inf Syst 8: 79–93. http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/249345
Zucker, L.G. (1987). Institutional theories of organization. Annual review of
sociology.Vol.13: 443–464. http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.so.13.080187.002303
